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WEDNESDAY,  FEBRUARY  25,  1959 

U.S.  Senate, 

SuiicOMMirm;  on  Tkhmtoiues  and 

Insular  Affairs  of  the 
Commuter  on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs, 

Washington , D.C. 

The  subcommittee  met,  pursuant  to  notice,  at  10  a.m.  in  room 
3110,  New  Senate  Office  Building,  Senator  Ilenry  M.  Jackson  (chair- 
man of  the  subcommittee)  presiding. 

Present:  Senators  Jackson,  Church,  Kucliel,  Can-oil,  Moss,  and 
Goldwater. 

Also  present:  Senator  Gruening,  Senator  Bartlett,  and  Delegate 
John  A.  Burns,  of  Hawaii. 

Staff  memliers  present:  Richard  L.  Callaghan,  staff  director; 
Stewart  French,  chief  counsel ; and  Michael  J.  Cafferty,  subcommittee 
counsel. 

Senator  Jackson.  This  is  an  open,  public  hearing  on  S.  50,  a bill  to 
admit  the  Territory  of  Hawaii  into  the  Union  as  a State  of  the  United 
States.  This  measure  was  introduced  by  the  distinguished  chair- 
man of  the  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs.  Senator  Mur- 
ray of  Montana,  for  himself  and  54  other  Senators  or  both  political 
parties.  The  Senators  sponsoring  this  Hawaii  statehood  bill  are: 

Senators  Mu  -ray,  Allott,  Anderson,  Bartlett,  Beall,  Bennett,  Bible, 
Cannon,  Carroll,  Case  of  South  Dakota,  Case  of  New  Jersey,  Chavez, 
Church,  Clark,  Cooper,  Curtis,  Dirksen,  Douglas,  Engle,  Frear,  Gold- 
water,  Green,  Gruening,  Hart,  Hurtke,  Hennings,  Hickenloopor,  Hol- 
land, Humphrey,  Jackson,  Javits,  Kennedy,  Kucliel,  Long,  McCarthy, 
McGee,  McNamara,  Magnuson,  Sfansficld,  Morse,  Morton,  Moss,  Mus- 
kie,  Neuberger,  O’Mahoney,  Pastore,  Proxinire,  Randolph,  Salton- 
stall,  Scott,  Smith.  Wiley.  Williams  of  New  Jersey,  \arborough, 
Young  of  North  Dakota,  aiul  Young  of  Ohio. 

I will  direct  that  the  text  of  S.  50,  as  introduced,  and  copies  of  the 
reports  we  have  received  from  the  executive  agencies  on  it  appear 
in  the  record  of  these  hearings  at  the  conclusion  of  the  verbal  testi- 
mony. 

(The  text  of  the  bill  and  the  executive  agoncy  reports  appear  os 
appendix  A,  which  begins  on  p.  81.) 

Senator  Jackson.  Our  usual  procedure  in  starting  such  a hearing 
as  this  is  to  call  on  the  members  of  the  Senate  first,  and  particularly 
on  members  of  the  committee,  for  any  statement  they  desire  to  make. 
However,  this  morning  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  1ms  an  appoint- 
ment with  the  President,  at  11  o’clock,  and  if  there  is  no  objection, 

l 


2 


sT.vmuum  ion  jiawaii 


(ho  Chair  would  like  to  call  I ho  Secretary  as  I ho  iirst  witness  (his 
morning  and  to  hoar  from  hint. 

Before  doing  (hat,  (ho  Chair  would  like  to  repeal  again  (ho  state- 
mont  made  earlier;  namely,  (lint  wo  would  like  to  coniine  I he  testi- 
mony in  the  hearing  today  to  now  testimony.  I say  that  for  the 
benefit,  of  the  witnesses  who  may  testify  other  than  those  who  repre- 
sent governmental  agencies. 

Now,  if  there  is  no  objection,  the  Chair  will  l»o  delighted  to  hear 
from  a long  ami  stanch  friend  of  Hawaiian  statehood,  the  Secretary 
of  Interior,  the  Honorable  Fred  Seaton. 

STATEMENT  OF  HON.  FRED  SEATON,  SECRETARY  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Secretary  Skatox.  Mr.  Chairman,  first  1 should  like  to  thank  you, 
sir,  for  your  understanding  and  graciousness  in  allowing  me  to  he 
the  first,  witness  this  morning  in  the  light  of  the  circumstances  which 
1 have  todcnl  with  today, 

Mr.  Chairman  and  meml>ers  of  the  committee,  1 should  like  to 
emphasize  in  my  testimony  here  today  that  1 am  grateful  for  this 
opportunity  to  appear  before  you  in  behalf  of  statehood  for  the 
Territory  of  Hawaii.  Your  chairman  has  asked  that  these  hearing 
he  limited  to  the  presentation  of  new  information  pertaining  to  the 
admission  of  Hawaii  into  the  Cnion  as  a State,  and  I am  so  limiting 
myself  this  morning. 

Mr.  Chairman  and  members  of  the  committee,  permit  me  to  begin 
my  testimony  bv  expressing  my  thanks  to  this  committee  for  pev- 
rnitt  ing  mo  to  appear  noforeyou.* 

As  yon  know,  my  statement  in  support  of  immediate  statehood  for 
Hawaii  was  presented  to  the  Sftth  Congress  on  April  2,  1957,  when 
former  Under  Secretary  Hatfield  Chilson  appeared  before  you  in  my 
behalf  while  1 was  a hospital  patient. 

There  can  be  no  possible  question  concerning  the  position  of  the 
administration  on  Hawaii  statehood.  Since  this  Congress  convened, 
the  President  has  on  several  occasions  urged  the  Congress  to  admit 
Hawaii  into  the  Union  as  a State.  You  are  dealing  this  year  not 
with  an  enabling  act  but  with  an  admission  act  We  of  the  executive 
branch  wholeheartedly  concur  in  this  approach  and  recommend  that 
the  bill  lie  fore  you  be  dealt  with  as  oxpeuitiously  as  possible. 

Mr.  Chairman''  my  1957  statement  discussed  briefly  some  of  the 
history  of  Hawaii,  particularly  as  it  applied  to  the  various  efforts  of 
Hawaiinns  to  liecome  more  closely  identified  with  the  United  States. 
It  is,  I believe,  particularly  important  that  these  aspects  of  the 
Hawaiian  cause  be  kept  closely  in  mind  when  delilierntmg  upon  the 
current  petition  of  Hawaii  for  full  and  equal  mcmltcrship  in  our 
Union  of  States. 

The  record  is  clear.  For  over  100  years  people  of  Hawaii  have 
boon  dedicated  to  the  goal  of  complete  union  with  our  mainland.  The 
accomplishment  of  their  goal  Iiecame  inevitable  with  the  annexation 
of  Hawaii  in  1900  as  an  integral  part  of  the  United  States.  To  mo, 
there  can  bo  no  question  properly  raised  as  to  whether  Hawaii  should 
become  a State.  The  question  is  simply,  When  shall  Hawaii  become 
a State? 

As  a personal  observation,  T Indieve  that  the  language  we  all  use 
in  inferring  to  the  admission  of  Hawaii  “into  the  Union"  is  not  tech- 


STATIC) MOD  von  HAWAII 


3 


nicully  correct.  Hawaii  is  as  much  a pari  of  tliis  Union  today  as  any 
State.  As  an  incorporated  Territory,  and  the  only  one  wo  have  loft, 
Ilawaiians  aro  subject  to  all  of  (ho  obligations  imposed  upon  any 
citizen  in  any  State  by  the  Federal  tJovermnent.  The  problem  arises 
because  they  are  presently  denied  some  of  the  most  precious  preroga- 
tives of  freemen,  among  them  equal  representation  and  the  right 
to  vote  in  national  elections. 

The  record  is  also  clear  on  another  aspect,  of  the  subject  before  you. 
Since  the  incorporation  of  Hawaii  into  the  Union,  Ilawaiians  have 
developed  their  islands  at  a rapid  pace.  Any  part  of  the  Hawaiian 
economy,  culture,  philosophy,  or  political  i list  it  u(  ions  that,  is  examined 
today  will  be  found  to  be  a duplicate  of  or  modeled  after  the  way 
of  life  in  vogue  in  the  continental  United  States.  Hawaii  is  the  pic- 
ture window  of  the  Pacific  through  which  the  peoples  of  the  Fast 
look  into  our  American  front  room. 

This  is  and  will  he  particularly  important,  in  our  future  dealings 
with  the  peoples  of  Asia,  because  a large  percentage  of  the  popula- 
tion of  Hawaii  is  of  oriental  or  Polynesian  racial  extraction.  The 

taut ieipat ion  of  the  people  of  Hawaii  in  the  full  measure  of  the 
►one tits  of  American  citizenship  will  bring  a fresh,  new’,  informed 
outlook  to  our  councils.  More  significantly,  the  peoples  of  those  east- 
ern lands  washed  by  the  waters  of  the  Pacific  will  look  through  that 
front  window  of  ours  and  take  renewed  notice  that  we  do,  indeed, 
practice  wlmt  wo  preach.  There  can  be  no  liner  way  to  demonstrate 
the  dynamic  nature  of  our  Union  and  the  everlasting  validity  of  the 
principles  upon  which  our  Kepublic  was  founded  than  by  the  admis- 
sion oi  Hawaii  as  a State  in  this  session  of  Congress. 

While  1 have  mentioned  the  racial  background  of  some  Ilawaiians, 
let  mo  hasten  to  point  out  that  it  would  be  both  unfair  and  totally  in- 
accurate to  conclude  that  the  objectives  of  Hawaiian  people  aro  in  any 
way  foreign  to  those  of  any  tuber  American  group.  !\o  conclusion 
could  he  further  from  the  truth.  The  overwhelming  majority  of  Ila- 
waiians are  native-born  Americans;  they  know  no  other  loyalty  and 
acclaim  their  American  oil  izonship  as  proudly  as  you  and  I. 

Their  economy  is  self-sustaining,  Hawaii  is  adequately  prepared, 
financially,  for  iho  burdens  of  statehood.  More  than  a million  tons 
of  sugar,  worth  nearly  $150  million,  are  produced  annually  from  over 
‘200,000  acres  of  cane.  Capital  investment  in  this  industry  amounts 
to  nearly  $200  million,  of  which  $50  million  is  in  irrigation  facilities 
alone.  In  sugar  production  techniques  and  per-acro  production,  Ha- 
waii leads  the  world,  and  its  hourly  rated  employees  receive  the  world’s 
highest  year-round  agricultural  wages. 

Hawaii  also  produces  85  percent  of  the  total  U.S.  supply  of  canned 
pineapple  products;  which  is  to  say  05  percent  of  the  world's  produc- 
tion. rineapplo  production  utilizes  about  75,000  acres  of  intensely 
cultivated  hum,  and  provides  employment  for  over  22,000  people  annu- 
ally. The  annual  value  of  the  output,  estimated  at  about.  $115  million, 
gives  pineapple  second  rank  to  sugar. 

Although  other  specialty  crops  for  export  may  be  considered  os 
minor  in  comparison  to  those  already  named,  they  add  annually  about 
$10  million  to  Hawaii’s  gross  income. 

Aside  from  agriculture  and  the  processing  of  farm  products,  a sec- 
ond major  source  of  income  for  the  people  of  Hawaii  is  the  tourist 
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trade.  Tn  1022  the  total  number  of  visitors  was  loss  than  10,000.  As 
late  as  1011,  the  peak  prewar  year,  it  was  only  82,000.  In  my  state- 
ment presented  to  you  in  1057,  we  pointed  out  that  188,000  tourists  vis- 
ited Hawaii  in  1050.  We  now  ran  tell  you  that  in  1057  it  had  reached 
a total  of  100,000,  more  than  5 times  the  number  of  10  years  before. 
That  100,000,  incidentally,  represents  the  numlier  of  persons  staying 
2 days  or  more.  They  spent  nearly  $80  million  in  Hawaii  in  that  year, 
and  thus  put  tourism  next  to  sugar  and  pineapples  as  a source  of  in- 
come from  private  industry. 

Most  of  Hawaii’s  economic  possibilities  are  already  well  developed, 
and  the  Territory  is  already  a taxpaying  partner,  carrying  a full  share 
of  the  burden  of  supporting  the  Federal  Government.  Federal  in- 
ternal revenue  collections  in  Hawaii  last  year  amounted  to  $100, 800, 000, 
a tiguro  higher  than  in  10  of  the  present  Slates:  Now  Hampshire,  Ver- 
mont, North  Dakota.  South  Dakota,  Montana,  Idaho,  Wyoming,  Now 
Mexico,  Nevada,  ami  Alaska. 

The  geographical  area  of  Hawaii  is  comparatively  small  (0,428 
Sana  re  miles)  although  not  so  small  as  three  of  our  present  States — 
lihodc  Island,  Delaware,  and  Connecticut.  The  Territory  is  thickly 
settled,  comparatively,  with  a population  estimated  in  dune  1958,  at 
about  085,000 — larger  than  that  of  0 of  the  present  Stales : New  Hamp- 
shire, with  581,001);  Delaware,  151,000;  Vermont,  872,000;  Wyoming, 
820,000;  Nevada,  207,000;  and  Alaska,  approximately  211,000. 

In  fact,  Hawaii  today  has  a greater  population  than  that  enjoyed 
at  the  time  of  admittance  of  any  of  the  States-  -other  than  the  Original 
Thirteen — with  the  single  except  ion  of  Oklahoma. 

It  is  with  some  dilliculty  that  1 proceed  with  the  balance  of  my 
statement.  When  testimony  is  limited  to  new  material,  it  is  extremely 
difficult  to  approach  the  subject  of  what  can,  today,  be  stated  as  an 
argument  against  statehood  for  Hawaii.  So  far  as  I am  aware,  there 
are  no  new  arguments  against  Hawaii.  There  are  none  which  were  not 
thoroughly  discussed  in  this  committee  in  1957,  and  thoroughly  con- 
sidered by  the  full  Senate  when  the  Hawaii  bill  was  passed  in  1954. 
With  the  exception  of  one  subject,  1 would  venture  to  state  that  every 
argument  that  is  currently  raised  against  Hawaii  was  in  fact  raised 
during  the  debates  which  led  to  the  incorporation  of  Hawaii  into 
our  Union  as  an  organized  Territory  in  1900.  Many  of  these  same 
arguments  were  made  in  opposition  to  the  admission  of  Louisiana  in 
1812,  which,  as  the  members  of  this  committee  will  recall,  was  the  first 
State  to  l>e  admitted  from  territory  outside  of  that  embraced  by  the 
Original  Thirteen  States. 

One  argument  against  Hawaiian  statehood,  that  of  Communist  in- 
filtration, seems  to  demand  explanation  lu  o today.  Historically,  even 
this  is  not  a completely  new  subject  in  oebato  and  consideration  of 
statehood,  because  the  question  of  loyalty  to  the  United  States  has, 
indeed,  been  raised  in  regard  to  other  States  prior  to  their  admission. 
Debate  in  the  Congress  ns  to  the  extent  of  French  influence  in  Louis- 
iana;  and  that  of  the  Spanish-speaking  people  of  New  Mexico  are 
significant,  examples.  Too  Communist  question,  of  course,  presents 
a now  ramification  of  the  subject  of  loyalty  not  presented  in  toe  past, 
and  that  is  whether  any  substantial  segment  of  Hawaii  actually  is 
committed  to  a doctrine* which  advocates  the  violent  overthrow  of  the 
very  Government  in  which  the  overwhelming  majority  of  Hawaiians 
seek  to  permanently  become  a full  partner.* 
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For  myself,  I believe  that  this  committee  and  all  advocates  of 
Hawaiian  statehood  will  squarely  face  the  Communist  issue. 

The  people  of  Hawaii  have  time  and  time  again  rejected  com- 
pletely the  Communist  philosophy  and  have  thwarted  every  attempt 
of  the  Communist  to  influence  their  government.  * 

The  proposed  constitution  of  the  State  of  Hawaii  contains  a far- 
reaching  prohibition  against  any  Communist  holding  public  oflice  or 
public  employment  of  any  kind. 

A perennial  target  of  alleged  Communists  in  Hawaii  has  been  the 
law  enacted  by  the  11)49  Territorial  legislature  following  a prolonged 
dock  strike,  which  empowered  the  Territorial  government  to  seize 
Hawaiian  docks  in  the  event  of  a strike.  Notwithstanding  four  gen- 
eral territorial  wide  elections  for  the  legislature,  those  laws  are  still  on 
the  hooks  of  Hawaii  today.  In  each  elect  ion  the  laws  were  an  issue,  and 
in  each  legislative  session  attempts  have  been  made  to  repeal  tliein. 
This  is  a prime  example  of  the  dogged  determination  of  Hawaiians 
to  stand  firm  on  what  they  consider  to  be  a matter  of  principle. 

This  committee  needs  no  exposition  of  the  rebuttals  to  the  argument 
based  on  noncontiguity,  upon  the  loyalty  of  Hawaiians,  or  unon  the 
subject  of  whether  approximately  035,000  people  deserve  equal  repre- 
sentation. Normally,  tins  last  argument  is  directed  to  whether  035,000 
people  deserve  to  have  two  Senators  when  New  York's  almost  10 
million,  California's  14  million,  and  Pennsylvania’s  12  million  people 
have  but  two  Senators.  A succinct  answer  to  the  last  argument  can 
he  presented  by  any  student  aware  of  the  wise  compromises  agreed 
to  in  the  Constitutional  Convention  by  our  Founding  Fathers. 

It  helps,  1 believe,  to  keep  the  Hawaiian  statehood  movement  in 
proper  perspective.  In  my  opinion,  statehood  for  Hawaii  will  bring 
as  much  good  to  the  other  49  States  as  it  will  to  Hawaii  itself.  The 
admission  of  any  fully  (nullified  partner  does  strengthen  the  whole 
Union.  As  every  one  of  the  30  States  which  have  been  admitted  since 
the  Original  Thirteen  entered,  the  Union  has  become  more  vibrant  and 
has  enjoyed  at  the  very  least  a great  moral  uplift  ing. 

Wo  teach  our  children  in  our  homes,  churches,  and  schools  to  think 
in  terms  of  fair  dealing,  and  in  terms  of  devotion  to  the  principles  of 
our  Declaration  of  Independence  and  our  Constitution.  Hawaiians 
are  teaching  their  children  the  same  thing,  but  what  will  all  this  come 
to  mean  to  theso  Hawaiian  children  if  they  witness  again  and  again 
the  denial  of  their  petition  for  equal  rights  and  privileges? 

Gentlemen,  in  my  opinion  the  major  question  before  you  is  a ques- 
tion of  when  to  take  action.  It  is  a moral  question  and  one  wnich 
raises  serious  implications  throughout,  the  world.  It  is  my  firm  hope 
that  the  Hawaiian  cause,  which  really  involves  a plea  for  simple 
justice,  will  be  answered  forthwith  with  the  only  remedy  available — 
that  which  is  granted  by  the  Constitution  to  the  Congress  exclusively : 
the  power  to  admit  new  States  into  the  Union. 

Wo  have  no  other  territory  which  is  incorporated  and  ready  for 
statehood,  and  Congress  itself  must  first  grant  to  any  other  territory 
the  basic  status  of  incorporation  into  the  Union  before  any  new 
apprenticeship  can  begin. 

As  you  continue  your  deliberations,  please  feel  free  to  call  upon 
me  or  the  personnel  of  the  Department  of  the  Interior  for  any  infor- 
mation or  assistance  you  may  desire.  We  stand  ready  to  assist  in  any 
way  to  bring  about  the  immediate  admission  of  Hawaii  as  a State,  * 
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Senator  Jackson.  Thank  you,  Mr.  Secretary,  for  your  very  Hue 
statement. 

Mr.  Secretary,  I was  particularly  interested  in  your  statement  with 
reference  to  the  admission  of  Hawaii  ns  it  affects  the  Far  Fast.  I had 
the  privilege  of  addressing  the  Territorial  senate  in  Hawaii  on  Friday. 
At  that  time  I said — 

When  Hawaii  Is  admitted,  it  will  come  Into  the  Union  not  .hist  as  the  flOtli 
State,  but  as  our  diplomatic  State — our  diplomatic  representative,  if  you  please — 
next  door  to  over  half  the  tabulation  of  the  world.  Hawaii  In  the  I'aeille 
represents  for  America  and  the  free  world  what  West  Berlin  stands  for  In  the 
Atlantic  community— freedom.  Hawaii  Is  a living  example  of  the  real  fruits  of 
freedom.  Here  the  Occident  and  the  Orient  have  met  In  a climate  of  mutual 
trust,  understanding,  ami  respect.  By  precept  and  example  they  have  given 
us  In  the  Pacific  the  kind  of  environment  which  will  have  a great  meaning 
throughout  the  Far  East 

I don’t  think  the  impact  of  the  formal  admission  of  Hawaii  as  the 
50th  State  can  be  overestimated  in  the  field  of  foreign  relations.  Cer- 
tainly there  is  nothing  unusual  about  the  fact  that  there  are  a lot  of 
people  from  the  Orient  living  in  Hawaii.  Hawaii  was  more  or  less  the 
gateway  to  the  west  coast,  the  same  as  New  York  has  been  the  gate- 
way cm  the  east  coast  to  the  people  of  Europe.  All  I can  say  is  that 
I have  the  impression  that  maybe  Hawaii  will  give  more  to  the  United 
States  in  improving  our  diplomatic  posture  throughout  the  world 
than  any  thing  we  can  give  to  Hawaii.  1 say  that  because  these  argu- 
ments are  made  constantly  about  the  number  of  orientals  out  then1.  I 
think  it  is  wonderful.  I think  it  makes  it  clear  that  America  stands 
for  freedom.  We  have  demonstrated  that  the  Occident  ami  the  Orient 
ran  live  in  the  same  community  in  a way  where  there  is  mutual  trust, 
understanding,  and  respect.  I say  thank  God  for  Hawaii,  and  the  ad- 
mission at  this  time  is  most  opportune  for  the  improvement  of  our 
standing  throughout  the  free  world. 

Are  there  any  questions  of  the  Secretary? 

Senator  Chukchi.  Mr.  Chairman,  I would  just  like  to  say  1 think  it 
is  very  appropirate  that  Secretary  Seaton  should  be  the  first  witness 
in  this  hearing  on  this  historic  issue  of  Hawaiian  statehood.  I recall 
last  year  wlmt  great  assistance  the  Secretary  gave  us  in  the  fight  to 
admit.  Alaska  to  the  Union.  [ think  his  assistance  continued  from 
the  opening  day  when  the  Interior  Committee  held  hearings  on  the 
statenood  bill,  right  through  the  battle  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate.  lie 
was  always  with  us  and  his  office  was  always  open  to  us.  From  him 
and  through  his  office  we  received  much  helpful  information.  1 com- 
mend him,  and  I think,  as  I have  said,  it  is  very  appropriate  that  he 
should  launch  the  hearings  this  morning.  I appreciate  your  state- 
ment very  much,  Mr.  Secretary. 

Secretary  Sf-aton.  Thank  you  very  much,  Senator. 

Senator  Kwmx.  Mr.  Chairman,  I observe  in  the  committee  room 
here  this  morning  a number  of  young  people,  who,  I assume,  are 
students.  Perhaps  we  may  be  able  to  revitalize  what  sometimes  may 
be  their  waning  faith  in  their  Federal  Government  by  what  we  do 
here  today,  and  what  I believe  the  Congress  will  do  this  session  in 
respect  to  statehood  for  Hawaii.  The  Secretary  of  the  Interior  should 
be  congratulated  for  repeating  not  only  his  unequivocal  endorsement 
of  statehood  for  a Territory  whose  people  have  enriched  the  theory 
of  self-government,  and  who  have  giyen  lavishly  of  their  lives  anil 
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their  fortunes  in  defense  of  American  freedom,  but  in  doing  wlmt  ho 
has  dono  today. 

I wish  to  observe,  Mr.  Chairman,  that  here  is  one  place  where  the 
official  pronouncements  of  the  Republican  Party,  the  party  to  which 
1 belong,  are  precisely  the  same  as  the  official  pronouncements  of  tho 
Democratic  Party,  to  which  my  able  colleague  on  my  right,  tho 
chairman,  ladongs.  Here  is  one  instance  where  the  pronouncements 
of  both  the  Republican  and  Democratic  platforms  are  precisely 
alike. 

So  I take  it  this  is  one  instance  where  there  ought  to  1k>  a con- 
vincing unanimity  among  the  members  of  Congress  with  respect  to 
the  problem  of  statehood  for  Hawaii.  1 am  glad  I can  speak  for  the 
Republican  side  of  the  aisle  in  this  committee  to  pledge  unanimous 
support  of  this  legislation. 

1 nave  one  quest  ion.  Some  good  hut  unmistakably  mistaken  citizens 
have  suggested,  Mr.  Secretary,  that  statehood  is  hardly  the  answer 
for  Hawaii's  future,  and  to  t*ho  contrary  have  recommended  a com- 
monwealth status  for  tho  Territory.  I wonder  if  you  would  be  good 
enough  to  indicate  your  own  view  with  respect  to  that  unhappy 
suggest  ion  i 

Secivtarv  Seaton.  Senator  Kuchol,  I think  foremost  wo  have  to  take 
into  consideration  the  fact  that  tho  Hawaiians  have  not  once  but 
several  times  unmistakably  registered  overwhelmingly  their  desire 
to  become  a State  and  to  enjoy  the  full  privileges  of  American 
citizenship.  As  1 pointed  out  in  my  statement,  the  people  of  Hawaii 
now  bear  all  of  the  responsibilities  of  American  citizenship — they  are 
denied  none  of  tho  responsibilities  or  any  of  the  burdens — but  they 
are  denied  one  of  the  greatest  prerogatives  of  citizenship  which  is 
the  right  of  suffrage.  We  have  the  rather  strange  situation  whore 
under  the  Constitution  a citizen  of  Hawaii  could  conceivably  become 
President  of  the  United  States  because  he  is  a citizen.  He  could  not 
vote  for  himself  and  neither  could  any  of  the  fellow  citizens  in 
Hawaii  support  his  candidacy. 

The  argument  on  the  commonwealth  status  is  completely  dissipated- 
because  of  the  fact  that  tho  Hawaiians  do  not  want  it.  They  want 
statehood.  If  we  were  to  give  them  or  try  to  force  upon  them  the 
commonwealth  status,  we  would  still  have  denied  them  those  choice 
prerogatives  of  citizenship  for  which  they  have  y earned  so  long  for 
so  many  years. 

Senator  Kiciux.  I think  that  is  an  excellent  comment.  Is  it  not 
also  true,  for  what  little  it  may  be  worth,  that  the  commitment  made 
to  the  American  people — and  incidentally  to  the  people  of  the  Terri- 
tory of  Hawaii — in  the  political  platforms  of  both  parties  would,  of 
course,  ho  breached  if  anything  loss  than  equality  and  statehood  were 
given  to  the  Territory  by  this  Congress? 

Secretary  Seaton.  Yes.  I would  completely  agree  w?;h  the  Senator 
on  that  point. 

Senator  Jackson.  Senator  Goldwnter. 

Senator  Goijjwater.  Mr.  Chairman,  I want  to  take  this  opportunity 
to  commend  the  Secretary  for  his  usual  excellent  presentation.  But 
I think  it  is  far  more  important  this  morning  that  the  presentation 
he  made  was  made.  It  was  short,  it  was  concise,  it  was  to  the  point. 
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I can’t  conceivo  of  any  American  reading  that  or  hearing  it  and  not 
becoming  convinced  immediately  of  the  desirability  of  admitting 
Hawaii  as  a State. 

There  are  three  of  us  at  this  table  who  lived  in  a Territory.  Wo 
know  something  about  the  bitter  tight  that  was  staged  under  Terri- 
torial status.  While  I was  quite  young  when  my  State  became  a State, 
nevertheless  1 can  recall  vividly  the  bitterness*  that  existed,  and  still 
does  to  some  extent,  over  the  arguments  against  Arizona  being  ad- 
mitted <<>  the  Union.  Therefore,  I came  to  the  Senate  7 years  ago 
with  my  mind  made  up  about  Alaska  and  Hawaii.  It  has  been  my 
privilege  to  have  voted  for  Alaska.  I certainly  intend  to  do  every- 
thing 1 can  to  see  that  Hawaii  also  becomes  one  of  our  States.  It  is 
no  longer  a matter  of  politics  as  it  once  was,  fortunately.  I think  it 
is  a matter  of  common  decency  and  honesty  on  the  part  of  the  peoplo 
of  the  41)  States  to  recognize  their  brothers  in  this  one  remaining  Te rri- 
tory.  I intend  to  vote  for  this  and  I intend  to  do  everything  I can  to 
convince  my  colleagues  of  the  wisdom  of  admitting  this  splendid 
group  of  people. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I close  by  again  thanking  the  Secretary  for  his  very 
fine  presentation. 

Senator  Jackson.  Are  there  any  further  questions  of  the  Secretary  ? 
If  not,  Mr.  Secretary,  I understand  that  Mr.  Stevens  and  other  mem- 
bers of  your  stall'  will  be  available  during  the  hearings  to  assist  in 
connection  with  any  technical  questions  that  may  arise  later. 

Secretary  Seaton.  Absolutely,  Mr.  Chairman. 

Senator  Jackson.  We  thank  you  very  much  for  your  cooperation 
and  your  very  line  statement. 

Senator  Carkoij,.  I have  just  one  question,  Mr.  Secretary,  lfow 
many  othu*  Secretaries  of  Interior  have  made  this  recommendation 
about  statehood  for  Hawaii  ? 

Secretary  Seaton.  Senator  Carroll,  I recall  four.  There  may  have 
been  more.  I recall  four. 

Senator  Cakuoix.  Dating  almost  since  1946-47. 

Secretary  Seaton.  I think  that  is  right. 

Senator  Carroll.  That  is  the  last  10  years. 

Secretary  Seaton.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Carroll.  So  tins  is  really  a nonpartisan  effort.  Wo  have 
had  both  Democratic  and  Republican  administrations  who  have  been 
urging  statehood  for  the  last  10  years  to  my  knowledge.  That  is  also 
your  recollection,  is  it  not? 

Secretary  Seaton.  That  is  right,  Senator.  I l)elieve,  as  I think 
you  do,  this  is  a moral  question  and  not  a political  one. 

Senator  Jackson.  Thank  you  very  much,  Mr.  Secretary. 

Secretary  Seaton.  Thank* you,  Mr.  Chairman. 

Senator  Jackson.  I have  pist  received  word  from  Senator  Murray 
through  his  ofiico  that  he  is  out  of  the  city  and  our  distinguished 
chairman  ivgivts  very  much  not  being  able  to  be  here  this  morning. 

I will  direct  that  the*  c«iy  clear  and  informative  statement  he  made 
upon  introducing  the  Hawaiian  statehood  bill  into  the  Senate  on 
January  9,  1959,  be  made  a part  of  the  record  at  this  point. 
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(The  statement  referred  to  follows:) 

Hkmakks  of  Sknator  Jambs  K Muruay  (Dkmockat,  Montana),  Chairman  of 

TUB  SBNATK  roMMl’im  ON  1 MKRlOR  AM)  lNMH.AU  AFFAIRS,  I’PON  INTRODUC- 
TION of  S.  50,  Statbiiooo  for  Hawaii,  January  J),  1050 

Mr.  President,  I send  to  the  desk  for  appropriate  refereuee  a hill  to  admit  the 
populous  and  prosperous  American  Territory  of  Hawaii  into  the  Union  as  a 
State  of  the  United  Slates.  Appropriately,  1 have  requested  that  the  symboUe 
number  S.  50  l>e  assign***!  to  lids  measure. 

Joining  me  as  sponsors  of  this  historic  legislation  arc  more  than  50  dis- 
tinguished Senators  from  hath  sides  of  the  aisle. 

It  Is  significant  that  this  list  of  sponsors  includes  so  many  able  Senators  from 
both  parties.  Tills  year,  as  in  past  years,  Hawaii  statehood  is  a bipartisan  and 
u nonpartisan  cause.  It  has  had  the  support  of  President  Uisenhower  as  It  had 
of  Presidents  Truman  and  Uoosevelt. 

Mr.  President,  legislation  on  statehood  for  Hawaii  has  been  before  the  Con- 
gress of  the  United  Slates,  off  and  on,  for  four  decades,  beginning  with  II. It. 
15S05  in  1010  in  the  Until  Congress.  Hearings  and  investigations  of  the  issue  by 
Congress  began  in  1035,  when  the  Honorable  Samuel  W.  King,  who  was  then 
the  Delegate  from  Hawaii  and  subsequently  became  Territorial  Uovcrnor,  per- 
suaded the  House  Committee  on  Territories  to  appoint  a subcommittee  to  visit 
the  islands,  That  group  made  the  first  of  a long,  long  series  of  investigations 
and  held  hearings  on  statehood  for  Hawaii.  During  the  past  20  years  is  more 
hearings  have  been  held,  and  out  of  this  number,  all  but  one  have  concluded  with 
a favorable  report. 

For  the  last  12  years,  the  Interior  Committee  of  the  Senate  has  had  a Hawaii 
statehood  Hill  actively  before  It.  and,  beginning  with  the  80th  Congress,  has  con- 
sidered it  actively  in  each  and  every  Congress  during  that  period.  In  1050  we 
held  the  first  of  a series  of  extensive  public  hearings  on  Hawaii  statehood. 
The  hill  before  us  then  was  Il.lt.  40,  and,  after  exhaustive  committee  work,  we 
favorably  reported  that  measure  to  the  Senate,  with  amendments. 

In  the  S2d  Congress  we  held  executive  hearings  on  S.  40,  and  again  favorably 
reported  it  to  the  Senate. 

Iii  the  83d  Congress  two  sets  of  public  hearings  were  held  in  Washington  after 
an  on-the-spot  Inquiry  conducted  by  Ihe  then  committee  chairman.  Senator  Hugh 
Butler  and  two  members  of  the  staff  on  each  of  the  Hawaii  Islands.  The  com- 
mittee then  reported  the  meusure  to  the  Senate,  where  it  was  subjected  to  full- 
scale  debate  for  a month.  The  amended  measure  passed  Ihe  Semite. 

The  measure  I am  now  introducing  is  substantially  the  same  measure  that 
was  the  subJ*H*t  of  such  careful  and  imiustaklng  scrutiny  by  the  committee  In 
1053  and  by  the  full  Senate  in  1054,  except  for  approval  of  the  Hawaiian  Stale 
constitution.  In  marked  contrast  with  the  Alaska  bill,  iqum  which  we  acted 
so  notably  last  year,  no  new  proposals  have  Ween  presented,  nor  new  problems 
arisen,  since  that  time. 

However,  In  the  S4th  Congress  wo  held  hearings  on  S.  40.  which,  as  noted,  was 
In  its  substantive  provisions  the  same  as  the  hill  passed  by  the  Senate  In  the 
83d  Congress. 

Again,  In  the  85tli  Congress,  hearings  wore  hold  by  the  Subcommittee  on 
Territories  under  the  able  chairmanship  of  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Washington  [Mr.  Jackson)  on  S.  50,  and  Ihe  measure  was  reported  to  the  Senate 
with  technical  amendments  and  clarification  changes.  Two  members  of  the 
committee,  the  Senator  from  Colorado  |Mr.  Carroll  1 and  the  Senator  from 
Idaho  [Mr,  Church]  conducted  Held  Investigations  in  Hawaii  during  thi>  recess. 
Both  are  enthusiastic  supporters  of  statehood  and  are  cosponsors  of  this  measure. 

I cite  this  long  and  Impressive  legislative  history,  Mr.  President,  only  to 
emphasize  that  the  facts  and  issues  concerning  statehood  for  Huwnlt  already 
are  well  known.  A most  complete  record  Is  before  this  body. 

I cannot  believe  that  any  public  purjiose  would  be  served  by  long  and 
protracted , public  hearings.  However,  I do  urge  that  hearings  he  held,  but 
that  they  be  limited,  as  far  as  possible,  to  new  material  or  to  the  reception  of 
the  views  of  those  persons  in  opposition  to  Hawaiian  statehood. 

Mr.  President,  I have  been  a student  of  statehood  for  Hawaii  for  many  years, 
and  recently  made  a personal  inspection  trip  to  the  Territory  on  behalf  of  the 
committee.  I visited  all  of  the  Islands  of  the  Territory,  and  talked  with  persons 
In  all  walks  of  life  and  of  various  political  persuasions. 
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From  my  loug  study  and  my  personal  findings,  I am  convinced  that  the  600,000 
American  citizens  of  Hawaii  meet  each  aud  every  one  of  our  historic  tests  of 
readiness  for  statehood  and  fitness  for  It.  The  overwhelming  majority  of  the 
people  want  statehood  and  are  ready,  willing,  and  able  to  support  it. 

I am  equally  convinced  that  statehood  for  Hawaii  would  be  in  the  best 
interests  of  the  Nation  as  a whole. 

Granting  statehood  to  Hawaii  will  be  in  the  historic  tradition  under  which 
we  have  grown  great  as  a Nation. 

Senator  Jackson.  The  Clmir  1ms  received  requests  from  members 
of  the  committee  who  would  like  to  make  a statement  on  Hawaii.  I 
will  call  them  in  the  order  they  have  been  submitted. 
n Senator  Church. 

STATEMENT  OP  HON.  FRANK  CHURCH,  U.S.  SENATOR  PROM  THE 

STATE  OP  IDAHO 

Senator  Church.  Tlmnk  you,  Mr.  Chairman.  I should  say  at  the 
outset,  Mr.  Chairman,  that  during  the  month  of  November  my  col- 
league and, fellow  member  of  this  committee,  Senator  Carroll,  of  Colo- 
rado, and  I,  had  an  opportunity,  together  with  three  Members  of  the 
House  of  Representatives,  to  make  an  informal  investigation  of  the 
statehood  question  through  a visit  to  the  islands.  1 would  like  at  this 
time,  inasmuch  as  no  formal  report  1ms  been  submitted  to  the  Senate, 
to  read  this  statement  into  the  record,  for  it  is  in  the  nature  of  a re- 
port on  that  visit. 

Mr.  Chairman,  we  are  fast  approaching  the  time  of  decision  on 
whether  Hawaii  is  to  become  our  50th  State.  That  decision  should 
be  made  in  this  session  of  Congress. 

If  our  answer  is  “yes,”  then  we  will  have  welcomed  in,  as  an  integral 
part  of  our  country,  the  last  of  our  incorporated  Territories.  State- 
hood will  confer  upon  the  people  of  the  islands,  long  since  citizens  of 
the  United  States,  fundamental  rights  of  self-government  equal  to  our 
own.  They  will  then  elect  their  Governor,  as  we  do  ours;  they  will 
then  be  entitled  to  two  U.S.  Senators  and  a voting  Representative  in 
the  Congress;  and  they  will  participate  with  ns,  every  fourth  year, 
in  the  election  of  the  President. 

But  if  our  answer  should  be  “no,”  let  no  one  be  deceived  that  Hawaii 
will  remain  indefinitely  an  American  Territory.  To  be  neither  in  nor 
outp  but  to  stay  a colony,  is  no  more  acceptable  to  our  fellow  Americans 
in  Hawaii  than  it  was  to  our  own  forefathers.  They  were  subjects  of 
the  English  King;  they  bore  arms  in  his  defense,  and  paid  the  taxes 
he  levied  upon  them.  Again  and  again,  they  petitioned  him,  through 
his  appointed  governors,  for  redress  of  their  grievenees,  but  he  refused 
to  grant  them  more  than  limited  rights  of  self-government.  So  their 
call  to  reason,  “No  taxation  without  representation,”  became,  at  last,  a 
call  to  arms. 

Yet,  despite  this  national  birthright,  we  are.  today  denying  our 
fellow  citizens  in  Hawaii  ninny  of  the  same  prerogatives  refused  our 
forefathers  by  George  III.  In  1057,  the  llawaiians  paid  over  $150 
million  in  Federal  taxes,  a larger  total  than  several  of  the  existing 
States,  but  Hawaii  had  no  representation  in  Congress  to  vote  either 
on  how  much  tax  should  be  collect  oil,  or  upon  how  the  money  should 
be  spent.  In  time  of  war.  llawaiians  shoulder  arms  with  the  rest  of 
us,  yet  they  cannot  vote  for  the  President  who  shapes  their  foreign 
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policy,  or  for  representatives  in  Congress  who  together  hold  the  purse 
strings  over  their  defense. 

To  remedy  these  inequities,  the  people  of  Hawaii  want  statehood. 
They  are  tired  of  standing,  lmt  in  hand,  at  the  door  of  our  Union.  But 
what  we  must  understand  is  this:  If  we  refuse  to  let  them  further  in, 
they  will,  in  due  course,  demand  to  be  let  further  out. 

That  we  actually  face  a choice  between  these  alternatives,  mv  recent 
visit  in  Hawaii  has  convinced  me.  There  1 was  privileged,  as  one  of 
live  Members  of  Congress  from  the  Interior  Committee's  of  both 
Houses,  to  conduct  a joint  investigation  of  the  statehood  question. 
The  House  committee  was  represented  by  B.  F.  Sisk  (Democrat,  Cali- 
fornia), K.  Y Berry  (Republican,  South  Dakota),  Leo  W.  O’Brien 
(Democrat,  Njw  York),  while  my  colleage,  Senator  John  Carroll  and 
I represented  this  committee  of  the  Senate.  We  talked  with  hun- 
dreds of  llawaiians  from  all  walks  of  life.  We  listened  to  every  ar- 
gument, pro  and  con.  The  consensus  of  this  opinion,  together  with 
the  most  current  information  we  could  gather  about  social,  economic, 
and  political  conditions  in  Hawaii,  left  me  strongly  persuaded  the 
islands  are  ready  for  statehood,  and  we  had  best  admit  them  now. 

There  is  no  doubt  but  what  the  vast  majority  of  llawaiians  favor 
statehood.  Even  before  Pearl  Harbor,  a plebiscite  showed  the  popu- 
lation endorsing  statehood  by  a margin  of  2 to  1.  Since  then,  supjiort 
for  statehood  has  steadily  grown  stranger.  In  1950,  a proposed  Ha- 
waii State  constitution  was  approved  by  the  people  of  the  Territory 
by  a vote  of  more  than  3 to  1.  Today  I would  judge  that  the  Ha- 
waiian want  statehood  fully  as  much  as  did  the  Alaskans,  who,  a 
short  6 months  ago,  proved  their  sentiments  when  five  out  of  six  voted 
to  ratify  the  bill  admitting  Alaska  as  the  49th  State. 

The  proponents  of  Hawaiian  statehood  believe  their  case  just  as 
deserving  as  was  that  of  Alaska.  Indeed,  the  islands’  economy  is  far 
more  developed.  Sugar  and  pineapple  are  produced  in  abundance  by 
the  best  paid  field  workers  in  the  world.  The  exports  of  Kona  coffee  are 
increasing.  On  the  big  island  of  Hawaii  itself,  the  300,000-acre  Par- 
ker Ranch  is  next  to  the  world’s  largest  for  Herefords,  while  to  every 
island  the  tourists  come  in  burgeoning  numbers,  beckoned  by  the 
gentle  trade  winds,  in  quest  of  the  dazzling  beaches  and  inviting 
waters.  Hawaii,  for  all  its  tropical  beauty,  is  bustling  and  prosperous. 
No  one  can  charge  it  with  being  a “poor  relation.” 

In  other  ways,  too,  Hawaii  meets  all  the  traditional  tests  for  state- 
hood. Its  population  of  over  550,000  exceeds  that  of  five  present 
States,  and  closely  approaches  that  of  my  own  State  of  Idaho.  Its  is- 
lands comprise  an  area  of  6,423  square  miles,  making  it  larger  than 
Delaware,  Rhode  Island,  or  Connecticut.  Those  who  remonstrate  that 
Hawaii  is  “too  remote,”  fail  to  reckon  with  the  age  we  live  in.  From 
Boise,  the  capital  of  iny  State,  Honolulu  can  be  as  quickly  reached 
by  air  as  Washington,  D.C. 

Finally,  the  loyalty  of  the  people  of  Hawaii  has  been  proven  in 
the  hardest  of  tests.  Americans  of  Japanese  ancestry  constitute  more 
than  a third  of  the  population  of  Hawaii.  Yet,  wlien  the  Japanese 
torpedo  bombers  devastated  our  Pacific  Fleet  at  Pearl  Harbor,  and 
the  threat  of  imminent  invasion  haunted  the  islands  for  months  fol- 
lowing, not  a single  act  of  sabotage  was  every  traced  to  a resident 
Japanese- American.  Rather,  the  young  Japanese  volunteered  bv  the 
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thousands  for  Army  service.  In  the  Italian  campaign,  their  casualt  ies 
were  so  heavy  that  their  famous  out  lit  was  dublicd  “the  Purple 
Heart  Battalion, ” winning  seven  separate  Presidential  citations  for 
valor. 

It  is  true  that  Hawaii  is  the  melting  pot  of  the  Par i lie.  The  people 
are  ii  polyglot  mixture  of  native  Hawaiian,  Caucasian,  Japanese,  Fili- 
pinos, and  Chinese,  and  crosses  between.  But  it  is  also  true  that 
Hawaiian  life  and  culture,  though  it  clings  naturally  to  many  happy 
phrases,  songs,  and  customs  out  of  its  colorful  past,  is  nevertheless 
essentially  American.  The  cities,  the  stores,  the  homes,  the  streets, 
and  schools,  all  bear  the  unmistakable  stamp  of  the  United  Slates. 

Wo  met  with  public  officials  and  private  citizens  alike,  with  teacheis 
and  students,  with  judges  and  housewives.  We  talked  with  business- 
men and  labor  leaders.  I had  a morning  s conference  with  the  presi- 
dents of  “the  Big  Five”,  the  dominant  commercial  interests  that  weie 
once  opposed  to  statehood,  hut  now  favor  it. 

When  we  left  the  islands,  1 came  away  convinced  that  the  interests 
of  our  country  urgently  require  that  statehood  he  no  longer  denied 
Hawaii,  Already  a Commonwealth  Parly  has  been  activated  there. 
I talked  with  several  of  its  leaders,  who  would  like  to  see  Hawaii  set 
loose  front  the  United  States,  absolved  of  all  federal  taxes,  and 
granted  full  rights  of  self-government,  while  the  people  retained  for 
themselves  American  citizenship  and  the  continued  protection  of  the 
Amoriean  Flag.  Patterned  after  the  British  system,  the  Common- 
wealth idea  is  alien  to  our  American  tradition  of  building  one  nation, 
rather  than  loose-knot-  empire. 

Today,  this  Commonwealth  Party  is  small.  The  people  of  the 
islands  ‘are  not  seeking  such  a “free  ride.”  But  if  statehood  is  re- 
fused Hawaii,  the  commonwealth  idea  will  grow  rapidly.  I shall 
not*  forget  the  parting  word  of  one  prominent  commonwealth  pro- 
ponent. “Senator,”  he  said  to  me,  “right  now,  the  people  of  flics© 
islands  want  statohood.  If  you  refuse  it,  they  will  turn  to  our  solution, 
and  the  time  will  come  when  you  will  have  U>  recognize  the  independ- 
ent Commonwealth  of  Hawaii.” 

Tons  on  the  mainland,  facing  westward  toward  an  Asia  awakening 
from  its  ancient  slumbers,  Hawaii  is  much  too  vital  not  to  be  made 
an  inseparable  part  of  the  United  States. 

Senator  Jackson.  Thank  you  very  much,  Senator  Church. 

Senator  Carroll  t 

STATEMENT  OF  HON.  JOHN  A.  CARROLL,  U.S.  SENATOR  FROM  THE 
STATE  OF  COLORADO 

Senator  Carroix.  Thank  you,  Mr.  Chairman. 

First  of  all  1 want  to  comment  on  the  very  excellent  presentation 
bv  tho  Senator  from  Idaho,  Mr.  Church.  AV©  wore  in  Hawaii  last 
November,  Senator  Church  and  I,  and  wo  met  three  members  of  the 
House,  Representatives  O’Brien  of  New  York,  Representative  Sisk, 
of  California,  and  Representative  Berry,  of  South  Dakota. 

I think  at  this  time  wo  ought  to  put  into  tho  record  the  report  of 
the  IIouso  Members.  This  is  report  of  a special  committee  of  the 
Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs  or  tho  House  of  Represen- 
tatives, 85th  Congress.  It  is  a very  excellent  tt»|K>rt  and  1 lm|>e  will 
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bo  raid  by  every  Member  of  tho  Senate.  It  should  go  into  the  record 
because  it.  will  have  great  historical  significance,  too,  for  students  who 
read  this  someday  in  tho  future. 

Senator  Jac  kson.  Without  objection,  the  report,  submitted  by  Con- 
gressman lxu>  O'Brien,  will  be  included  iu  the  record  at  this  point. 
fTho  report  referral  to  follows :) 

Hawaii  Statkiuniii 

Uv|Knt  *»f  a Special  Suhcomndttee  of  the  Committee  on  Interior  ami  Insular 

Affairs,  House  of  Represent  at  h cs,  STiili  Congress,  2d  Session,  pursuant  to 

House  Uesolullon  U 1 

Pursuant  to  authority  granted  the  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs 
by  House  Resolution  III  (N5th  Cong.),  the  undersigned  members  of  the  Subcom- 
mittee on  Territorial  ami  Insular  Affairs  visited  the  Territory  of  Hawaii  (luring 
the  period  November  2 1 to  threadier  8,  1P5S,  to  make  Intensive  Inquiry  with 
respect  to  II. II.  -Ill  I Sol  h Cong.)  granting  statehood  to  the  Territory. 

t)n  the  iiasis  of  comprehensive  and  exhaustive  study,  including  numerous 
interviews  with  a complete  cross  section  of  the  population  of  the  Hawaiian 
Islands,  your  subcommittee  believes  that  Hawaii  is  entitled  to  statehood  by 
every  fair  test  and  preeedent. 

'i’lds  area  of  our  Nation,  last  lticor)>ornlod  Territory  under  the  American  flag, 
Inis  been  in  training  for  statehood  for  UU  years.  In  ISPS  it  became  a llrm  ami 
irrevocable  pari  of  the  Called  Slates.  Its  people  are  our  people.  Its  philosophy 
is  our  philosophy.  Its  loyalty,  like  its  language  and  currency,  is  identical  to 
ours.  Its  servicemen  are  our  servicemen,  and  Its  Hag  is  our  Hag.  Kxeept  for 
the  full  llowering  of  the  voting  franchise,  these  people  are  us.  They  may  travel 
anywhere  in  the  41)  States. 

Hawaii  has  been  dented  statehood  lit  tho  past  by  close  margins  in  the  Congress 
of  the  Culled  States.  With  the  admission  of  Alaska  as  the  41)th  State,  it  would 
I*»  unthinkable  to  delay  further  tho  fruition  of  Hawaii's  magnificent  dream  of 
statehood  and  its  demonstrated  capacity  for,  and  rigid  to,  full  brotherhood  in 
the  Cnion  of  States. 

Your  subcommittee  brought  neither  a whitewash  brush  nor  an  ax  to  its  survey 
task.  We  met  head  on,  and  with  objective  eyes  and  cars,  the  vexing  ami  contro- 
versial subject  of  communism  in  the  Islands,  an  Issue  which  has  been  raised 
liefore  and,  we  know,  will  be  raised  again  in  Congress. 

Knelt  member  of  our  commit  tea'  arrived  In  Hawaii  with  an  oi>on  mind,  prepared 
to  recommend  against  statehood  if  he  developed  serious  doubt  about  the  loyalty 
and  political  maturity  of  tlie  jicople,  or  their  ability  to  cope  as  adequately ‘with 
communism  as  do  the  |>eople  of  the  41)  States. 

We  deliberately  decided  against  public  boa  rings  for  two  reasons.  The  Hit's 
of  Congress  are  Jammed  with  the  records  of  such  bearings,  some  of  them  very 
recent,  and  all  the  testimony  therein  was  available  to  us.  'Hie  questions  we 
desired  to  ask  could  he  answered  best  by  going  Into  the  highways  and  byways 
among  the  people.  That  Is  why  we  deserted  bearing  rooms  for  homes  umf street 
corners,  lalmr  balls  and  business  marts,  schools  and  churches,  professional 
groups  and  law-enforcement  agencies,  farmers  and  lHdltlchtns.  chaml>ers  of 
commerce  and  veterans'  organisations. 

Among  all  these  we  found  our  answers.  From  these  i>coplo,  literally  thousands 
of  them,  we  received  assurance  that  they  recognized  their  problems  and  were 
able  and  willing  to  solve  them  now  and  when  they  don  the  coveted  mantle  of 
statehood.  We  found  them  ready  to  admit  that  communism  in  the  islands  existed, 
but  we  learned  that  they  abhor  it  as  we  do. and  are  meeting  Its  evil  challenges 
as  capably  an  no  people  and  government  In  the  4l>  State's. 

During  most  of  our  15-day  inquiry  lu  Hawaii,  two  menders  of  the  Senate  Com- 
mittee on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs  were  engaged  In  a similar  inquiry.  We 
Exchanged  Information  with  them,  but  we  cannot,  of  course,  include  their  con- 
clusions In  this  House  document. 

Among  the  individuals  and  organizations  with  whom  we  conferred  were  the 
Governor  of  Hawaii,  the  Federal  llureau  of  Investigation,  1MCA,  otthers  and 
members  of  the  1IAVC,  the  head  of  the  Territorial  Subversive  Activities  Com- 
mission, the  Honolulu  Chamber  of  Commerce,  the  statehood  commission,  members 
of  the  Federal  and  Territorial  Judiciary,  members  of  the  Territorial  legislature, 
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representatives  of  the  Democratic  and  Republican  Parties,  top  officials  of  tlie 
sugar  and  pineapple  industries,  ranking  members  of  our  Armed  Forces  in  the 
Pacific,  members  of  the  faculty  of  the  University  of  Hawaii,  and  countless 
others. 

With  the  exception  of  the  FBI,  which  was  not  requested  to  take  n position, 
these  representative  and  highly  placed  and  knowledgeable  people  were  pre- 
dominantly for  statehood  and  convinced  that  nil  existing  and  future  problems 
could  be  handled  thereunder. 

Underscoring  the  sooi>c  and  thoroughness  of  our  study,  we  list  below  the 
organizations  represented  by  two  or  more  members  which  met  with  us  at  a 
session  on  the  Island  of  Maui.  The  list  follows : 


East  Mau!  Community  Association 
Haleakala  Lions  Club 
Hawaii  Government  Employees'  Asso- 
ciation 

Hawaii  Postal  Employees’  Association 
(Maul  chapter) 

ILWU  Local  142 

Kahekili  Chapter  No.  4,  Order  of  Kame- 
hameha 

Kahului  Business  & Professional  Asso- 
ciation 

Kahului  Klwanls  Club 
Kahului  Lions  Club 
Kahului  Rotary  Club 
Kamehameha  Alumni  Association 
Klhei  Community  Association 
Lahalnn  Improvement  Association 
Maui  Chamber  of  Commerce 
Maui  County  Committee  on  Children 
and  Youth 

Maul  County  Medical  Society 
Maul  District  Nurses  Association 
Maui  District  PTA 
Maui  Junior  Chamber  of  Commerce 


Maul  League  of  RcpubKotn  Women 
Maui  Merchants’  Association 
Maul  Outdoor  Circle 
Maul  Planters  Association 
Maui  Rotary  Club 
Maul  Teachers  Association 
Maui  Toastmasters  Club  No.  010 
Maul  Toastmistress  Club 
Maui  Young  Democrats 
Maui  Young  Republicans 
Pnnnene  Community  Association 
Republican  Party 
United  Public  Workers 
Wailuku  Improvement  Association 
Wniluku  Professional  and  Business* 
men’s  Association 
Club  100 
DAV 

Maui  AJA  Veterans  Club 
442d  Veterans  Club 
West  Maui  Veterans  Club 
Hawaiian  Airlines 
TP  A Aloha  Airlines 
Farmers'  Home  Administration 


OTHERS 

Harold  W.  Rice,  senator  from  Maul  County  for  six  terms. 

R.  R.  Lyons,  chairman,  Maui  Economic  Development  Association. 
C.  H.  Burnett,  Jr.,  manager,  Kahului  Railroad  Co. 

W.  J.  Lanquist,  Bishop  National  Bank,  Kahului  branch. 

Jack  Vockrodt,  Bank  of  Hawaii,  Kahului  branch. 

Donald  H.  Tokunaga,  general  manager,  Budget  Finance  Plan. 
Mrs.  Ben  Baker,  public  relations,  Girl  Scouts. 

James  Ohta,  Maul  Scout  executive. 


PRESS 

Charlie  Young,  Star  Bulletin.  Hank  Sato,  Maui  News. 

Jack  Teehan,  Star  Bulletin.  Lou  Head,  Honolulu  Advertiser. 

Your  committee  took  a long  look  at  the  effect  of  communism  in  the  islands 
since  communism  is  the  prime  target  of  many  of  those  opposing  statehood. 

We  were  told  by  those  in  positions  to  know  there  was  no  evidence  to  indicate 
or  prove  that  those  men  and  women  who  had  previously  been  named  by  con- 
gressional committees  or  convicted  In  the  Federal  court  under  the  Smith  Act  of 
being  Communist  or  affiliated  with  the  Communist  International  had  changed 
their  Communist  status  or  connections.  None  of  them  had  even  offered  to  go 
before  any  Government  official,  either  of  the  Federal  or  Territorial  Government, 
disclaiming  such  previous  connections  or  beliefs. 

On  the  other  hand,  Jack  Hall,  regional  director  of  the  ILWU,  named  In  all 
committee  reports  as  baviug  been  a card-carrying  Communist  and  member  of 
the  Communist  International  and  who,  with  five  others  active  in  ILWU,  was 
indicted  and  found  guilty  in  Federal  court  of  violation  of  the  Smith  Act,  mak- 
ing it  a criminal  offense  to  advocate  and  teach  the  overthrow  of  the  Government 
by  force,  told  your  committee  that  he  and  the  ^ther  members  of  the  ILWU 
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wouhl  take  an  oath  they  had  uot  been  affiliated  with  the  Communist  Inter- 
national for  the  past  years.  It  Is,  however,  interesting  to  note  that  he  had 
offered  none  of  his  services,  knowledge,  or  information  either  to  the  FBI  or  to 
the  subversive  activities  committee  of  the  Territory. 

In  fairness,  the  committee  also  wishes  to  point  out  that  the  IfAVU  organiza- 
tion maintains  not  only  a well-stuffed  and  well-equipped  main  office  in  Honolulu 
but  n county  office  on  each  of  the  island  subdivisions  with  a staff  of  several 
employees,  a labor  hall  with  dormitory  and  recreational  facilities.  It  has  a 
representative  in  each  district  or  plantation  whose  job  it  is  to  maintain  close 
.contact  with  workers  and  members  of  the  organization.  These  district  otilcials 
meet  on  union  business  in  Honolulu  every  UO  days — one  of  which  meetings  we 
attended.  These  meetings,  in  addition  to  the  publications  of  t lie  organization, 
are  an  effective  means  of  transmitting  and  distributing  union  ideas,  Ideals,  and 
purposes  throughout  the  islands.  They  could  be  made  use  of  for  political  pur- 
poses, puriK>ses  of  proimgnnda,  etc. 

The  committee  was  Informed,  however,  that  known  Communists  had  not  been 
elected  to  high  Territorial  offices.  Union  supt>ort  seems  to  have  gone  primarily 
to  liberal  candidates,  and  in  instances,  without  seeming  regard  to  political 
affiliation  of  the  candidate. 

On  the  other  side  of  the  coin,  it  should  he  i>ointed  out  that  no  present  State  in 
the  Union  is  attempting  to  do  the  kind  of  effective  anti-Communist  work  that 
is  being  done  on  the  Islands.  The  Territorial  legislature  has  authorized  and 
established  a Territorial  subversive  activities  committee  which  rei>orts  to  but 
is  not  subservient  to  either  the  Governor  or  the  legislature.  It  is  headed  by 
William  B.  Stephenson.  Coo|>eratlng  with  the  FBI  they  have  complete  files  on 
all  named  and  known  Communists  and  huve  complete  information  on  subversive 
activity. 

Iu  addition,  there  is  an  organization  of  patriotic  men  and  women  known  as 
I MU  A with  the  dedicated  purpose  of  keeping  the  public  informed  on  anti- 
American  activity.  It  has  an  office,  a staff,  all  available  information  and  dies 
and,  through  use  of  tin*  radio,  television,  nml  newspapers,  keeps  the  public 
informed,  not  only  ns  to  activity  of  Communists  and  the  threat  of  communism 
but  also  on  facts  concerning  the  activity  of  those  known  to  be  or  to  have  lx*en 
connected  with  the  Communist  movement.  It  is  probably  safe  to  say  that  the 
public  iu  Hawaii  is  kept  better  informed  on  the  threat  of  <‘oinmuulsm  than  is 
the  public  in  any  similar  community  on  the  lnainlaud. 

There  are  about  2.r>  identified  Communists  In  Hawaii.  We  have  no  exact 
knowledge  ns  to  the  number  of  so-called  fellow  travelers  but  investigating 
agencies  told  us  they  know  of  no  additional  Communists  since  the  previous  con- 
gressional reimrts.  We  wore  unable  to  find  any  evidence  In  the  social  fabric 
of  Hawaii  that  communism  had  made  any  substantial  progress  or  that  the 
community  as  a whole  was  unable  and  unwllUug  to  cope  with  the  problem. 

Wo  were  told  that  the  FBI  investigations,  plus  the  Federal  court  convictions, 
had  '•crippled'*  the  Communist  apparatus  in  Hawaii  and  that,  with  the  con- 
tinued white  light  of  publicity  and  the  alert  citizenry,  it  would  remain  crippled. 

We  were  also  told  that  no  proof  exists  of  Soviet  espionage  contacts  on  the 
part  of  Communists  in  Hawaii. 

We  would  like  to  be  able  to  report  that  the  day  is  imminent  when  there  will 
not  be  n single  Communist  in  Hawaii,  but  that  would  be  the  utopia  which  our 
States  also  desire  but  cannot  achieve. 

The  important  question  is  whether  the  communism  which  exists  can  and  will 
be  controlled.  We  so  believe. 

The  economic  control  of  the  islauds  by  t He  Il.WU,  some  leaders  of  which  have 
been  identified  iu  the  ]uist  as  homegrown  or  mainland-imported  Communists, 
goes  without  saying.  That  union,  with  more  than  20,000  members,  can  and  lias 
tied  up  the  civilian  docks.  It  can  and  has  idled  the  s *ar  and  pineapple  indus- 
tries, arch  stones  of  the  island's  economy.  The  question  is  whether  that  i>ower 
can  or  has  been  used  for  bargaining  or  subversive  purposes,  or  both. 

We  deplore  the  stupidity  of  the  political  strike  which  was  called  by  IIAVU 
leaders  2 years  ago  when  the  Eastland  committee  went  to  Hawaii  for  hearings  on 
communism.  It  should  he  noted,  however,  that  two-thirds  of  the  ILWU  workers 
refused  to  engage  in  that  strike.  It  was  stated  to  us,  moreover,  that  some  of  those 
who  did  strike  felt  they  were  protesting,  not  the  Communist  Inquiry  but  what 
they  regarded  as  an  antilabor  move. 

We  cannot  pass  judgment  on  the  motives  of  those  who  did  strike  nor  can  we 
minimize  the  danger  of  any  political  strike.  However,  it  should  be  noted  that  the 
crippling  of  the  islands*  economy,  regardless  of  motive,  would  be  ns  harmful  to 
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the  Interests  of  Hawn II  and  the  mainland  whether  Hawaii  were  a State  or  a 
Territory.  We  should  point  out  that  some  tahor  unions  In  some  strategic  parts 
of  the  United  States  have  power  to  cause  economic  havoc  and  that,  In  a few  In- 
stances, ("ortatu  leaders  in  (hose  unions  have  been  Identified  as  Communists. 

Our  committee,  from  past  experience,  knows  that  the  major  argument  against 
statehood  for  Hawaii  will  be,  ns  It  has  been  In  the  past,  the  contention  that  the 
Communist  apparatus  in  Hawaii,  especially  that  part  linked  with  ITjWII  leader- 
ship. Is  so  powerful  that.  In  the  event  of  statehood,  it  could  and  would  be  able 
to  oloet  to  the  governorship,  the  legislature,  the  courts,  and  the  U.S.  Congress 
Communists  or  jiersons  soft  toward  communism.  One  Member  of  Congress  has 
stated  that  three  or  four  Soviet  agents  would  he  elected  to  Congress. 

With  this  we  must  disagree  sharply.  The  voters  of  Hawaii  would  never  permit 
that  to  happen. 

The  TTAVU,  It  Is  conceded,  is  a strong  political  force,  comprising  about  one- 
ntnt li  of  the  labor  forces  on  the  islands.  Its  lenders  have  engaged  In  political 
activities,  backing  and  opposing  candidates  and  issues. 

It  Is  true  tlint  TTAVU -endorsed  candidates  have  been  elected,  but  In  many  in- 
stances (bey  would  bnvo  been  elected  without  the  support  of  IIAVU  leaders  lo- 
calise of  their  general  popularity. 

The  IIAVU  fnneht  tooth  and  nail  against  the  proposed  Honolulu  city  charter, 
hut  It  was  approved  by  *1  to  1. 

The  IIAVU  opposed  vigorously  the  Territorial  law  permitting  seizure  of  the 
dock  fronts  by  the  Government.  The  legislature  enacted  It  anyway.  The  union 
repeatedly  sought  its  repeal  and  failed. 

In  the  most  recent  elections  numerous  ITAVTT-haeked  candidates,  some  of 
whom  were  union  leaders,  wore  soundly  defeated.  In  other  instances  the  TIAVIT 
sought  to  “fatten  Its  batting  average”  by  endorsing  candidates  who  were  sure  to 
win  anyway.  P^spbe  this  strategy,  the  union  made  n poor  showing. 

Wo  are  convinced  that  where  n community  or  a State  Is  dominated  by  Commu- 
nists or  has  a substantial  number  of  Communists  their  efforts  show  up  in  the 
vulnerable  field  of  education.  We  spent  tunny  hours  In  the  schools  of  Hawaii, 
from  the  elementary  schools  to  the  colleges.  If  the  Communists  sought  to  plant 
their  evil  seed  there.  It  fell  on  extremely  barren  ground.  That  was  attested  to  by 
our  own  observation  and  the  solemn  assurances  of  educators  and  clergymen. 

During  our  visit  to  the  University  of  Hawaii,  wo  spent  considerable  time 
with  the  president,  some  regents,  and  some  faculty  members.  We  learned  that 
most  of  the  faculty  came  from  colleges  on  the  mainland,  all  the  way  from  the 
west  const  to  the  east  roast.  We  asked  these  men  the  straight  question  : 

“Have  you  found  your  student  body  receptive  to  or  alined  with  communism?” 

This  was  the  answer : 

<rWe  find  less  interest  In  communism  in  the  University  of  Hnw’ali  than  in 
most  of  the  mainland  colleges,  particularly  in  the  East.” 

Because  of  claims  In  some  quarters  that  because  of  the  oriental  strains  in 
the  mixed  population  of  nnw’aii  the  people  are  less  loyal  to  the  United  States 
than  are  their  fellow  citizens  on  the  mainland,  we  looked  closely  Into  that 
subject. 

We,  all  of  us.  saw’  and  met  In  Hawaii  an  intelligent,  gentle,  loyal  people  of 
whom  our  Nation  should  be  proud.  We  saw  the  actual  operation,  without  strain 
or  stress,  of  the  American  “melting  pot”  of  which  we  speak  so  proudly  and 
do  so  little  to  achieve  in  some  of  our  larger  mainland  cities. 

If  the  races  on  the  mainland,  races  stemming  back  ethnically  to  other  lands, 
were  to  mix  as  successfully  ns  they  already  have  in  Hawaii,  our  democracy 
would  be  advanced  by  a century. 

It  is  absurd  to  question  whether  the  people  of  Hawaii  wonld  he  loyal  in 
the  event  of  some  future  war  or  disagreement  with  nations  from  which  they 
have  their  ethnic  strains.  It  is  absurd  because  the  test  has  already  come  and 
been  weathered  magnificently.  Proof  of  the  loyalty  of  these  people  is  written 
In  bloodshed  on  the  battlefield,  in  battle  stars.  In  the  records  of  military  in- 
telligence and  the  FBI.  It  is  written  on  the  gravestones  of  countless  military 
dead. 

All  the  members  of  your  committee  had  imjmrtant  roles  In  the  S5th  Congress 
in  wlnnlne  statehood  for  Alaska.  Admission  of  that  40th  State,  after  years 
of  frustration,  greatly  simplified  our  work  in  Hawaii  and  lessened  our  task 
in  preparing  this  report,  because— 

1.  No  longer  is  it  pejresmry  to  answer  the  contention  that  575,000  people  in 
Hawaii  should  not  have  the  same  number  of  U.S.  Senators  as  existing  States. 
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mwIi  as  heavily  populated  Now  York,  California,  mul  Pennsylvania.  We  gave  the 
212,000  i ample  of  Alaska  2 Senators. 

2.  Wo  <lo  not  have  lo  answer  the  imsslhlc  claim  that  Hawaii  ml^lit  not  be 
able  to  support  statehood  economically.  Hawaii  is  much  more  advanced  eco- 
nomically, as  of  now,  than  is  Alaska. 

3.  Creation  of  the  -10th  Slate  out  of  the  Territory  of  Alaska  ended  the  alleged 
precedent  that  we  should  not  admit  as  States  Territories  noncontiguous  to  the 
other  States.  Many  miles  of  foreign  land  He  between  the  first  4S  States  and  the 
new  40th. 

We  found  little  sentiment  for  commonwealth  In  Hawaii,  loss  than  In  Alaska 
prior  to  statehood.  We  believe  the  i>eop!c  of  Hawaii,  except  for  a rather  articu- 
late minority,  favor  statehood  by  at  least  as  wide  a margin  as  did  the  people 
of  Alaska,  who  voted  5 to  1 for  statehood  last  fall. 

When  a Territory  seeks  statehood,  as  now  does  t ho  last  remaining  incorporated 
Territory  under  the  American  ting,  it  is  fair  to  ask  what  the  new  State  will 
have  to  offer  the  rest  of  the  Nation.  We  sjnike  of  oil  and  other  largely  unde- 
veloped resources  when  we  were  asked  the  same  question  about  Alaska,  but 
we  believe  our  greatest  resources  are  our  human  resources,  abundantly  present 
In  Hawaii. 

We  believe  that  admission  of  Hawaii,  with  Its  mixed  races  and  its  geographical 
position,  will  vastly  improve  our  posture  and  relationship  throughout  the  vast 
Pacific  area,  where  we  are  striving  with  all  our  might  and  means  to  keep  800 
million  free  and  friendly. 

This  is  the  considered  opinion  of  the  military  men  in  charge  of  our  vital 
interests  in  the  Pacific.  They,  and  we,  know  what  those  800  million  jtcnplc  in 
the  Pacific  area  will  say  if  we  deny  statehood  to  Hawaii  after  granting  state- 
hood to  Alaska. 

They  will  say  that  our  protestations  of  regard  nnd  friendship  are  untrue  and 
that  we  have  denied  full  brotherhood  to  American  citizens  because  many  of 
them  come  from  the  same  ethnic  lines  as  those  we  call  friends  In  an  area  vital 
to  our  very  existence  as  a nation. 

Your  committee  went  to  Hawaii  In  an  objective  mood.  We  fierformcd  our 
task  as  best  we  could.  We  know  all  the  difficulties  nud  dangers.  Hut  we  also 
know  the  people  who  will  administer  the  new  State.  Calmly  and  soberly,  we 
urge  that  the  SUth  Congress,  as  soon  as  possible,  place  In  the  flag  a 50th  star 
called  Hawaii. 

Hon.  I.eo  W.  O’Brien,  Chah'innu. 

Hon.  B.  F.  Sisk. 

Hon.  E.  Y.  Berry. 

Senator  Caiikoli,.  1 think  there  have  l>een  some  20  hearings  on 
Hawaii  statehood.  When  our  group  went  to  the  Territory  last  fall, 
we  developed  a now  technique.  We  decided  not  to  hold  public  hearings. 
We  determined  that  we  would  go  out  on  the  highways  and  byways, 
as  Senator  Church  has  explained.  In  the  words  of  this  committee — 

We  deserted  hearing  rooms  for  homes  and  street  corners,  labor  halls  and 
business  marts,  schools  and  churches,  professional  groups  ami  law-enforcing 
agencies,  farmers  and  politicians,  chambers  of  commerce  and  veterans  organi- 
zations. 

As  a matter  of  fact,  Representative  O'Brien  and  I,  at  the  very 
time  Senator  Church  was  meeting  with  the  presidents  of  the  Big  Five, 
were  down  talking  to  the  FBI.  We  wanted  to  lincl  out  about  the 
Communists,  find  how  many  were  in  the  Hawaiian  Islands.  The 
report  indicates  the  results  of  that  conference.  We  were  told  that 
there  were  25  known  Communists.  They  are  Marxists,  with  no  con- 
nection of  any  counterespionage,  insofar  as  they  knew. 

We  explored  this  concept  of  communism.  I want  to  say  for  the 
record  that  it  was  in  the  80th  Congress,  now  almost  12  years' ago,  that 
we  voted  for  Hawaiian  statehood.  It  passed  in  the  'House  at  that 
time.  I think  it  has  passed  two  or  three  times  since.  But  Hawaiian 
statehood  has  always  been  caught  in  one  unfortunate  controversy  or 
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another.  In  those  clays  they  questioned — I say  ‘'they/'  some — ques- 
tioned the  loyalty  and  patriotism  of  the  people  ol  the  Hawaiian 
Islands.  The  overwhelming  evidence  was  that  they  are  loyal  patriotic 
people,  with  a wonderful  war  record.  The  Korean  war  again  was  a 
demonstration  of  a wonderful  war  record  of  these  people  coming  from 
the  islands.  . 

Then  the  islands  got  caught  in  a great  strike  and  a committee  from 
the  Senate  investigated.  Again  rose  the  specter  of  communism  in  the 
islands.  All  the  problems  raised  by  these  events  have  now  been  an- 
swered by  investigation,  by  intelligent  people  in  this  country  and  in  the 
islands  themselves;  in  my  opinion  our  inquiries,  as  1 say,  were  made 
of  Republicans  and  Democrats  from  all  walks  of  life. 

I would  say  that  the  sentiment  for  Hawaiian  statehood  runs  about 
6 to  1.  In  this  respect  I want  to  say  again  for  t he  record,  ours  was  a new 
study.  It  had  not  boon  done  liefore.  Here  is  the  ease  for  Hawaiian 
statehood.  Here  is  an  editorial  from  the  Denver  Post.  The  Denver 
Post  is  an  independent  Republican  newspaper.  It  has  a series  of 
articles  written  bv  the  associate  editor  of  the  Denver  Post,  11  in  num- 
ber, dealing  (t)  with  its  present  economy,  (2)  with  Hawaii’s  tight  for 
statehood  in  the  103  years,  (3)  Hawaii  goes  against  trend  fen*  self-rule, 
and  thou  the  fourth  one,  fears  help  statehood  foes.  This  analyzes 
every  group.  Another  article,  ‘‘Hawaii's  Red  Hunters  Active.” 
Another  article,  “Hawaii  Unionists  Prospering  Under  Hall.”  Hall 
was  supposedly  at  that  time  a Communist  leader.  “Longshoremen 
Fail  So  Far  rl'o  Influence  Politics/’  It  goes  into  the  politics  of  both 
political  parties. 

In  other  words,  there  nve  U wonderful  articles  here  that  I think 
ought  to  go  in  not  only  for  those  who  will  read  the  record,  hut  for 
the  students  of  the  future.  This  last  article,  as  I have  mentioned, 
“The  Case  for  Hawaiian  Statehood.”  I ask,  Mr.  Chairman,  that 
these  lie  put  in  their  chronological  sequence  in  the  record.  I think  it 
will  he  very  helpful  to  those  who  read  the  record.  It  is  voluminous  hut 
wonderfully  done  by  a very  learned  associate  editor  of  the  Denver 
Post.  It  is  new  material  nnd  I think  it  ought  to  be  put  in  the  record. 

Senator  Jackson.  Without  objection,  it  will  be  included  in  the 
record. 

(The  information  referred  to  follows:) 

I From  the  Deliver  Post.  Jan.  11,  105SJ 

Forty-Ninth  State?— Paradise  Isj.es  Turnino  Into  Industry  Hun 

(Editor's  Note. — In  the  belief  that  statehood  for  Hawaii  Is  one  of  the  most 
important  and  misunderstood  Issues  faring  the  Amerlean  people,  the  Denver  Post 
Is  presenting  a series  of  articles  on  the  subject,  of  which  this  is  the  first. ) 

(Ity  I«everett  A.  Chapin,  associate  editor,  the  Denver  Post) 

Honolulu,  T.1I. — Destiny  Is  catching  up  with  the  Hawaiian  Islands,  the 
beautiful  land  of  the  Imla,  the  hibiscus  aud  the  orchid,  a place  of  long  white- 
sand  loaches,  surf  riding,  luxury  hotels,  cattle  ranches,  and  sprawling  plan- 
tations. 

Mainland  financiers  and  industrialists  have  “discovered”  Hawaii.  Henry  J. 
Kaiser  and  Clint  Murchison,  Jr.,  the  Texas  oil  tycoon,  have  moved  in  with 
millions  of  dollars  for  new  projects.  Enough  bauxite  ore  to  supply  the  United 
States  with  aluminum  for  100  years  lias  been  prospected.  The  Standard  Oil 
Co.  of  California  is  about  to  start  a $30  million  plant  to  refine  oil  shipped  in  from 
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Indonesia  and  Borneo.  targe  deposits  of  titanium,  one  of  the  new  miracle 
metals',  have  Ihvii  located. 

Territorial  government  ofliees  are  buzzing  with  plans  for  $150  million  worth 
of  public  projects  over  the  next  5 years, 

aru.iUMis  hisi no,  tu.ujk.  ouowino 

In  Honolulu,  capital  of  the  Territory.  new  downtown  otllee  building  an* 
rising.  This  is  the  bub  of  a rapidly  growing  trade  with  the  Ear  Hast.  At  Hono- 
lulu International  Alrj>ort  there  is  a constant  tlow  of  planes  to  and  from  Fall* 
fornla,  2,300  miles  away  : to  and  from  Fiji,  the  Philippines,  Australia,  and  Hong 
Kong.  tight  ocean-spanning  airlines  put  in  here. 

In  the  harbor,  Japanese  freighters  have  berths  near  the  busy  docks  of  the 
Matson  Navigation  Co.  In  all,  12  ship  lines  provide  regular  service  for  freight 
and  iwtssengers. 

Population  is  booming  -up  17  percent  since  1050  as  coinpaml  with  an  increase 
of  11  iHUvent  on  t tie  C.S.  maiidand  during  the  same  period.  The  islands  now 
have  540, (XM)  civilian  residents.  Seventy-five  percent  of  them  are  on  Oahu  alone. 
Military  personnel  numbers  perhaps  00,000  more. 

Government  planners  have  as  a long  range  objective  the  creation  of  7,000  new 
jobs  a year  to  take  cure  of  the  growing  labor  force.  They  are  eyeing  such  imssi- 
hilltles  as  the  manufacture  of  newsprint  from  bagasse  (the  pulpy  residue  left 
over  from  the  extraction  of  raw  sugar  from  cane),  the  development  of  a limber 
Industry  (since  nearly  all  lumber  is  now  Imported  from  the  mainland)  and  the 
use  of  the  islands1  plentiful  lava  resources  for  building  material. 

YOl'NO  TKXTIM?  INOVSTHY  FIOUKISUKS 

Kvery  few  days  Ilouobdu  newspapers  run  lists  of  new  businesses  which  hn\e 
betui  Incorporated.  A youthful  but  nourishing  textile  industry  devoted  to  turn- 
out colorful  Hawaiian  and  Polynesian  prints  for  dresses  and  shirts  is  already 
established.  An  electronics  firm  turns  out  tubes  and  other  equipment  for  mili- 
tary installations  as  well  as  the  civilian  population. 

This  Is  the  new  Hawaii  of  which  the  flocks  of  tourist  visitors  are  only  vaguely 
aware. 

This  is  the  Hawaii  whose  story  has  not  yet  been  fully  told  to  the  U.S.  mainland. 
It  is  an  important  story,  however,  because  it  provides  a new  and  impelling  reason 
for  the  granting  of  statehood  to  this  Territory. 

Out  here,  where  the  Pacific  is  warm  ami  blue,  a vacation  paradise  Is  in  the 
throes  of  fast-moving  Industrial  and  business  expansion.  California  is  only 
days  away  by  ocean  liner,  only  7 Vj  hours  away  by  nir 

In  about  a year  when  passenger  Jets  are  placed  on  the  Honolulu  run  the  air 
time  will  be  cut  to  4^6  hours.  Hawaiian's  confidently  expect  that  during  the 
early  lUGO’s  travel  time  to  San  Francisco  will  be  reduced  to  a little  more  than  2 
hours. 

TRADF.  CKNTKR  OF  TIIF  FTTVItB 

Tills  is  no  sleepy  community.  The  plantations  of  the  Pig  Five  sugar  companies 
are  still  important  but  they  no  longer  make  up  almost  the  entire  economy  of  the 
islands.  Businessmen  talk  of  the  sure  advent  of  atoinle  energy  to  supplement 
existing  powerplants  which  operate  on  imported  fuel  oil.  And  always  lu  every- 
one's mind  Is  the  realization  that  at  some  time  In  the  future  the  great  bulk  of 
world  commerce  will  no  longer  move  across  the  Atlantic  but  across  the  Pacific 
instead. 

Of  course,  the  paradise  which  was  the  “old  Hawaii"  is  still  here.  And  it  Is 
Important,  too.  Tourism  is  the  fourth  largest  source  of  income  for  the  Islands 
and  may  become  the  No.  1 source  within  a few  years. 

Government  defense  installations  on  the  islands  provide  the  greatest  single 
source  of  income.  Here  arc  the  headquarters  for  America's  far  filing  bases  all 
over  the  Aslan  area.  Sugarcane  and  pineapples  are  the  No.  2 and  No.  3 sources 
of  income  respectively. 

But  tourism  Is  expanding  phenomenally.  In  1047  the  Islands  had  23.000  visi- 
tors. In  1057  the  number  exceeded  100,000— an  increase  of  more  than  500  per- 
cent 

Walklkl  Beach,  only  3 miles  from  downtown  Honolulu,  is  the  busiest  of  all 
tourist  spots — and  for  good  reason.  It  has  everything  a tired  businessman  from 
Denver  or  a retired  couple  from  Dubuque,  Iowa,  might  hope  for — palm  trees,  the 
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fragrance  of  plumeria  blossoms,  rolling  waves  just  right  foi  surf  riding,  out- 
rigger canoes,  hotels,  shops,  lunus  (Hawaiian  feasts),  music  and  hula  dances. 

VISITORS  MISLED 

Hawaii  loves  its  tourists.  Hut  many  island  olllclals  and  businessmen  are  be- 
ginning to  have  misgivings  about  the  overemphasis  (provided  for  visitors)  on  old 
Uawuiian  ways,  barefoot  dancing  and  lunus  where  the  tish  are  wrnpjKHl  in  ti 
leaves  for  baking. 

As  one  of  them  put  it  the  other  day:  *'We  deliberately  foster  the  idea  that 
Hawaii  is  a languid,  island  paradise  where  life  Is  charming  and  untroubled.  As 
a result  visitors  go  away  with  but  little  conception  of  the  new  Hawaii  of  bur- 
geoning industry  and  trade.  Without  that  understanding,  the  need  for  statehood 
for  Hawaii  Is  less  compelling  and  real.’* 

The  appearance  of  the  new'  Hawaii  has  created  new  problems  which  an  ab- 
sentee government,  located  5,000  miles  away  in  Washington,  caunot  solve. 

It  Is  to  this  “new”  Hawaii  and  the  statehood  problem  that  these  articles  are 
addressed.  Waikiki,  the  Nation’s  fastest  growing  playground,  is  comparable, 
perhaps,  to  Miami  Ileach  20  years  ago.  Hut  Waikiki  is  not  Hawaii  by  any 
means.  The  Imperative  reasons  for  statehood  are  found  elsewhere. 


(From  the  Denver  Post,  Jan.  13,  lf>5SJ 
Forty-ninth  State? — Hawaii’s  Fioht  fob  Statehood  in  103d  Year 

(Editor’s  Note. — This  Is  the  second  in  a series  of  articles  discussing  the  ques- 
tion of  statehood  for  Hawaii.  This  article  traces  the  birth  of  the  statehood  issue 
in  the  islands.) 

(By  Leverett  A.  Chapin,  associate  editor,  the  Denver  Dost) 

Honolulu,  T.H, — Efforts  to  make  Hawaii  a State  of  the  United  States  have 
been  going  on  for  103  years  now.  At  times  these  efforts  have  been  sporadic.  For 
the  last  22  years,  they  have  been  sustained  and  consistent. 

It  was  in  1854  that  King  Kamehameha  III  of  Hawaii  proposed  to  the  United 
States  a treaty  whereby  the  islands  would  have  become  a State  and  he,  and  his 
chiefs  would  have  received  $300,000  a year  from  the  Federal  Government  as  sup- 
port money. 

Kameharaeha  III  was  no  savage  chieftain.  He  had  his  faults  but  he  was  a 
man  of  considerable  culture.  He  w as  a son  of  Kamehameha  the  Great,  the  King 
who  had  united  the  eight  principal  Hawaiian  Islands  under  a single  rule  in  1796. 

In  1839,  Kamehameha  III  had  given  the  islands  their  Magna  Carta,  a dec- 
laration of  rights  and  laws  which  included  the  right  of  religions  freedom.  In 
1840  he  granted  the  first  writteu  constitution  w’hlch  set  up  a legislative  and 
judicial  system. 

He  was  the  author  of  land  reforms.  His  words,  “Un  mau  ke  ea  o ka  aiua  ika 
pono”  (the  life  of  the  land  is  preserved  by  righteousness),  still  appear  on  the 
Hawaiian  territorial  coat  of  arms,  although  there  is  some  disagreement  over 
exactly  w hat  he  meant  by  them. 

In  1816  Russians  had  made  an  abortive  attempt  to  take  over  the  islands. 
Later  a group  of  Englishmen  did  take  over  the  Islands,  w ithout  authority  from 
liOndon,  for  a time.  These  experiences  convinced  Kamehameha  III  that  his  is- 
lands should  become  part  of  the  United  States,  lest  they  fall  into  other  hands. 

death  stalls  union 

He  died  before  his  plnus  for  union  hnd  gone  far.  Washington  had  not  taken 
his  proposal  very  seriously.  But  U.S.  influence  in  the  political  and  business  life 
of  the  islands  continued  to  grow. 

Sentiment  for  annexation  to  the  United  States  erupted  into  a brief  but  effective 
revolution  against  Queen  Liliuoknlani  in  1892.  The  McKinley  Tariff  Act  had 
depressed  the  islands’  sugar  industry.  The  American  plantation  owners  saw 
annexation  as  a means  of  getting  for  themselves  the  bonus  prices  sugargrowers 
on  the  mainland  were  receiving. 

A committee  of  safety,  dominated  by  plantation  owners  and  others  who  fav- 
ored annexation  to  the  United  States,  deposed  the  queen.  Troops  were  landed 
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I rum  the  U.S.  cruiser  Hoston , Judge  Sanford  It.  Dole  became  the  provisional  head 
of  the  government  and  envoys  were  sent  to  Washington  to  arrange  annexation. 

However,  President  Cleveland  felt  the  landing  of  troops  had  made  the  revolu- 
tion look  too  much  like  an  American  conquest  and  decided  the  queen  should 
be  restored.  A constitutional  convention  in  the  islands  followed  in  1894  and  the 
Republic  of  Hawaii  was  established  with  Dole  as  its  President. 

Four  years  later,  after  Republicans  had  returned  to  power  in  Washington,  an- 
nexation arrangements  were  finally  completed.  President  McKinley  signed  the 
treaty  and  transfer  of  authoilty  to  the  United  States  took  place  on  August  12, 
1898. 

TERRITORIAL  ACT  PASSED 

Two  years  later,  Congress  passed  the  Organic  Act  sotting  up  a Government 
for  the  Territory.  It  provided  for  the  election  of  a Territorial  legislature  and  a 
Delegate  to  Congress  who  would  not  have  a vote.  It  provided  for  the  appoint- 
ment by  the  President  of  the  Governor  of  the  Territory,  the  Secretary  of  the 
Territory  and  the  justices  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  Hawaii.  Dole  became  the 
first  Governor. 

Whether  the  annexation  of  the  islands  as  a Territory  carried  with  it  any 
promise  to  make  Hawaii  a State  at  some  later  date  is  a lively,  if  somewhat 
academic  subject  for  argument  here  in  the  islands.  Opponents  of  statehood,  who 
form  a vocal  minority  among  persons  of  influence,  insist  there  wore  no  author- 
itative promises  of  any  kind.  They  probably  are  right. 

The  fact  remains,  however,  that  when  Congress  passed  the  act  setting  up  the 
Territorial  government  it  voted  down  an  amendment  which  would  have  said  that 
"nothing  in  this  act  shall  be  construed,  taken  or  held  to  imply  a pledge  or  promise 
that  the  Territory  will  at  any  future  ttme  be  admitted  as  a State.  * * ♦ 

In  his  inaugural  address,  Governor  Dole  spoke  hopefully  of  statehood.  His- 
torically, Territorial  status  has  always  been  a prelude  to  statehood.  When  the 
Territory  of  Hawaii  was  established  there  were  three  other  Territories — 
Oklahoma.  New  Mexico,  and  Arizona.  Of  the  four,  only  Hawaii  remains  in 
Territorial  status.  Of  all  the  States  in  the  Union,  only  New  Mexico  renmintHl  a 
Territory  for  a longer  period  of  “apprenticeship”  than  Hawaii  has  now  served. 

Agitation  for  statehood  for  Hawaii  started  immediately  after  the  Territory 
was  organized.  In  1903  the  Territorial  legislature  petitioned  Congress  for  an 
enabling  act  which  would  lend  to  statehood.  Kvery  legislature  since  that  time, 
except  during  war  years,  has  repeated  the  request 

RILL  INTRODUCED  IN  1910 

The  first  bill  to  admit  Hawaii  as  a State  was  introduced  in  Congress  in  1919. 
Since  that  time  statehood  hills  have  been  before  Congress  continuously. 

It  was  not  until  the  early  1930*8  that  island  sentiment  began  swinging  strongly 
toward  statehood,  however.  Several  events  in  those  years  began  to  impress 
islanders  with  the  fact  that  Territorial  status  left  them  exposed  to  the  whims 
of  an  absentee  government  in  Washington. 

One  was  the  Massle  case,  which  received  sensational  treatment  in  the  main- 
land press.  It  Involved  an  attack  by  hoodlums  on  the  wife  of  a U.S.  naval  officer 
who  was  stationed  in  Hawaii.  The  naval  officer,  his  mother-in-law,  and  two 
sailors  were  convicted  of  manslaughter  in  connection  with  the  killing  of  one  of 
the  alleged  attackers,  but  their  sentences  were  promptly  commuted. 

An  upshot  of  the  case  was  a projwsal  in  Congress  to  repince  the  Territorial 
government  with  a three-man  commission  appointed  by  the  President  to  rule 
without  benefit  of  a locally  elected  legislature.  That  scheme  the  islands  resented. 

About  that  time,  also,  Franklin  I).  Roosevelt  asked  Congress  to  change  the 
requirement  that  the  appointed  Governors  of  the  Territory  must  be  bona  fide 
island  residents.  Although  nothing  came  of  the  proposal  it  caused  the  people 
of  Hawaii  some  alarm.  They  feared  that  Territorial  government,  administered 
by  “carpetbagger  Governors,”  might  prove  intolerable. 

What  really  gave  impetus  to  the  statehood  movement  on  the  islands  was  the 
Jones-Costignn  Sugar  Act  of  1934,  coauthored  by  the  late  Colorado  Senator 
Edward  P.  Costigan.  The  act  sought  to  give  mainland  sugar  producers  a hlgher- 
than-average  share  of  the  U.S.  sugar  market  at  the  expense  of  foreign  and 
Hawaiian  sugar-growing  areas. 
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DRAW  HACK  8 lMCRRSHlYK 

Never  U‘fore  IuhI  the  islands  been  an  Impressed  with  the  disadvantage  they 
sulVcrcd  from  not  having  voting  representation  in  ('engross  to  look  after  the 
rights  of  the  Territory  as  an  Integral  part  of  the  United  States 

Hy  an  agreement  worked  out  with  the  Secretary  of  .Agriculture,  Hawaii  was 
able  to  come  In  for  a fair  share  of  the  domestic  market  In  spite  of  the  .Jones- 
Oostlgan  Aet  and  the  11137  Sugar  Act  recognised  Hawaii  as  a domestic  producing 
area. 

However,  Hawaii  had  received  a scare.  Sentiment  for  statehood  and  equal 
rights  with  mainland  States  began  to  grow.  The  steady  and  Increasingly  urgent 
campaign  that  Hawaii  has  been  waging  for  stntoluxHl  since  llictr*  is  a story  in 
itself. 


[ From  the  Denver  Post.  Jan.  13.  lar.Sj 
Koni  v-xisiii  Sr.vtK?-  Hawaii  (logs  Auainkt  Trend  fok  Ski.v  Hmr. 

(Editor's  Norc.  The  i»eoplo  of  Hawaii  want  their  islands  admit ted  to  stnte- 
Imod.  This  article,  the  third  In  a series,  points  up  the  unique  position  of  n 
people  seeking  admittance  to  a union  In  a world  where  gaining  IndeiK'iidenco  Is 
popular! 

(Hy  Ueverett  A.  Clmplu.  Associate  Editor,  the  Denver  Host) 

Ifoxoiru’,  T.II.  In  our  geiieratton.  colonial  people  nil  over  the  world  have 
Ikhmi  struggling  for — and  winning — lnde|>endenee  from  absentee  governments. 
It  has  lieon  hapitcnlng  la  Indonesia.  In  French  Indochina,  la  India,  in  Africa. 

Only  in  the  Hawaiian  Islands  do  wo  And  a "colonial1*  |»ooplo  who  want  to  got 
Into  a country  on  an  espial  basis  with  other  citizens  instead  of  out  of  it 

This  unique  position  of  Hawaii  Is  dlttlcnlt  for  many  pixqrto  around  the  world 
to  understand.  William  V.  Quinn,  the  young  and  personable  Governor  of  Hawaii 
who  was  np|K>lntod  recently  by  President  Elsenhower,  tells  the  story  of  a news- 
paper  editor  from  India  who  asked  him  only  the  other  day  If  the  |>ooplo  of 
Hawaii  art'  not  resentful  that  they  have  not  boon  granted  Independence  as  the 
Philippines  have  boon. 

To  the  editor  from  India  It  was  Inconceivable  that  any  "colonial"  country 
would  not  want  complete  litdeitctnlctico.  What  he  failed  to  uuderstatid  was  that 
the  people  of  Hawaii.  In  spite  of  their  mixed  racial  backgrounds,  are  ns  completely 
American  In  thoughts,  sentiments,  and  feelings  ns  the  people  of  llrooklya,  Sacra- 
mento, or  Denver. 

Under  tbolr  skins  of  nil  shades,  Ihe  people  of  ITawall  are  ns  American  ns  base- 
ball, apple  pie  or  the  Elvis  Presley  phenomenon.  In  talking  with  scores  of 
people  here,  1 have  not  found  one  of  any  race  who  has  any  desire  for  Hawaiian 
Independence. 

SHOCK  TACTIC*  IGNORED 

To  suggestions  that  a movement  on  behalf  of  Independence  might  promote 
statehood,  by  shocking  the  mainland  Into  action  to  Insure  that  this  strategic 
Pacific  crossroads  will  remain  under  U.S.  Jurisdiction,  islanders  are  completely 
Indifferent. 

Some  Islanders  do  not  want  statehood,  yet,  for  reasons  which  will  be  discussed 
later,  Some  would  like  to  try  a "commonwealth’’  status  under  the  American 
flag  if  It  would  give  them  exemption  from  Federnl  taxes.  There  Is  overwhelming 
evidence,  however,  that  the  majority  in  Hawaii  wants  statehood  now.  None 
desire  Independence. 

Those  who  favor  statehood  will  tell  you  so.  quietly  and  earnestly.  When 
you  seem  surprised  that  they  do  not  react  with  more  fire  and  fighting  words, 
they  explain  It  Is  linjmsslble  to  keep  any  campaign  at  fever  pitch  for  22  years. 

It  was  in  IHAfi  that  the  statehood  movement  got  going  In  n big  way.  Since 
then,  jieaks  of  enthusiasm  and  eager  anticipation  have  been  reached  n number 
of  times. 

In  HMD  a plehlsclle  on  statehood  was  held  In  the  Islands.  The  vole  was  2 
to  1 for  statehood.  In  1047  a commission  to  promote  statehood  was  set  up  hy 
the  Territorial  government.  It  is  tax-supported  and  maintains  an  office  In 
Washington. 
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CONSTITUTION  AITROVKD 

III  11)50  Hawaii  hold  n convention  to  write  « State  constitution  which  could 
p»  Into  effect  whenever  Congress  might  pass  tlie  necessary  enahllng  legislation. 
The  constitution  was  put  to  a vote  aud  was  approve!  hy  the  |»eople,  3 to  1. 

Again  in  1051,  statehood  seemed  near.  A roll  of  newsprint  p«l»or,  0 feet  wldo 
and  nearly  a mile  long,  was  laid  out  on  a downtown  street  In  Honolulu  ns  n 
]>ctltion  oil  behalf  of  statehood  aud  11D.OOO  people  signed  it  in  the  period  of  a 
few  da  vs.  It  was  the  second  largest  petition  Congress  has  ever  received. 

You  hear  tu  Hon  oh  da  that  tunny  influential  businessmen  do  not  want  state- 
hood because  they  believe  a (Jovornor,  appointed  hy  the  President  from  among 
prominent  residents  of  the  Islands.  Is  likely  to  ho  more  friendly  to  business  than 
a popularly  elected  Stale  administration  night  he. 

In  ItCid  the  Honolulu  Chamber  of  Commerce,  composed  of  ,‘1.000  buslnossmou, 
large  and  small,  of  all  races,  took  a i»oll  of  Us  members  hy  sivret  ballot  on  the 
question  of  whether  the  chamber  should  actively  promote  statehood. 

Slxtv-four  percent  of  those  who  voted  favored  active  promotion  of  statehood 
hy  the  chamber.  Significantly,  perhaps.  Caucasian  menders,  memliers  iu  the 
higher  Income  brackets,  and  members  Who  nrc  college  graduates  did  not  vote 
as  strongly  for  active  promotion  as  did  the  chamber  members  who  are  non- 
Caucasian,  In  modest-income  brackets  and  nonoollege  graduates. 

MAJORITY  FAVORS  BTATEIIOOD 

However,  a majority  of  every  racial,  Income,  and  education-level  group  in 
the  chamber  voted  for  statehood  promotion.  Kveu  I lie  opponents  of  statehood 
with  win  i l talked  admit  they  probably  are  In  the  minority. 

Since  UK  15  no  subject  Inis  been  studied  so  often  or  so  exhaustively  by  Congress 
as  the  question  of  statehood  for  Hawaii.  There  have  been  congressional 
bearings  12  In  Washington,  8 In  the  Islands.  More  than  U>00  witnesses  (most 
of  them  In  favor  of  stntchoml)  have  given  millions  of  words  of  testimony. 

Hills  to  admit  Hawaii  as  the  -10th  State  havo  been  passed  In  the  House  of 
ltepreseula lives  on  three  occasions — lu  1047,  1050,  and  1053.  In  1051  the  I*.S, 
Senate  passed  a hill  to  adtnll  both  Hawaii  aud  Alaska  as  States. 

Kvery  Callup  poll  taken  on  the  mainland  since  World  War  II  has  sliown  over- 
whelming sentiment  In  favor  of  statehood  for  Hawaii.  Iu  recent  years  the  na- 
tional platforms  of  both  major  political  parties  have  supported  statehood. 

At  various  times  a large  number  of  Intlueuilal  organizations  such  as  the  Dis- 
abled American  Veterans,  the  National  Kd  neat  ton  Association,  aud  various  church 
and  service  club  groups  have  urged  the  admission  of  Hawaii. 

Usually  these  expressions  of  sentlmeut  rejicat  the  standardized  reasons  for 
equal  treatment  for  Hawaii: 

The  fact  that  Hawaii  pays  Federal  taxes  without  having  voting  representation 
lu  Congress. 

The  fact  that  Hawaii  has  nu  area  larger  than  that  of  each  of  three  existing 
States-  Connecticut,  Delaware,  and  Rhode  Island. 

The  fact  that  Hawaii  has  more  people  than  four  States— Vermont,  Delaware. 
Wyoming,  and  Nevada — aud  has  a larger  population  than  any  other  Territory 
had  when  It  was  admitted  to  the  Union,  with  the  single  exception  of  Oklahoma. 

The  fact  Mint  Hawaii  pays  more  In  Federal  taxes  than  do  any  of  nine  existing 
States. 

The  fact  that  Hawaii  has  n per  capita  Income  higher  than  that  of  35  States. 

The  fact  that  servicemen  from  Hawaii—  regard  less  of  race - set  unexampled 
records  for  devotion,  courage,  and  loyalty  during  World  War  II  and  the  Korean 
war. 

STATKIIOOO  NOT  CERTAIN 

This  array  of  reasons  for  statehood  Is  Impressive.  It  should,  perhaps,  In*  de- 
cisive. Yet  statehood  for  Hawaii  In  the  immediate  future  Is  hy  no  means  sure. 
There  are  strong  Influences  working  against  statehood,  Influence*  which  so  far 
have  frustrated  the  majority  sentiments  of  the  Islands  and  the  people  of  the 
mainland  In  favor  of  Hawaii's  admission  to  the  Union. 

These  Influences  are  highly  complicated.  They  exist  on  the  Islands.  They 
exist  In  Washington.  They  Involve  the  unusual  racial  mixture  existing  on  the 
Islands.  They  In  wive  the  clash  of  employer  Interests  with  labor  Interests. 
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They  Involve  fears  of  communism.  They  Involve  endless  jockeying  for  political 
advantage. 

For  llio  sake  of  simplicity  all  these  Inllueiices  might  he  claKslIlcd  as  *'|Mi1ltfcn1.” 
Following  articles  will  trace  the  tangled  skeins. 


[From  the  Ihimr  Font.  Jan.  H.  tt>rvsi 
Forty-Ninth  Statf.V-  Fkakh  llr.ir  Statkiiooh  Foks 
( lly  LeU'ivtt  A.  Clmpln,  associate  editor,  the  Denver  l*osl) 

(KniToa'a  Now.-  'lids  Is  the  fourth  article  In  a series  discussing  the  Issues  of 
Hawaiian  statehood.) 

HoNoi.rt.tT,  T.ll.—  On  these  bountiful  and  thriving  islands  most  of  the  oppo- 
sition to  Hawaiian  statehood  rests  on  fears; 

Fours  by  a minority  of  large  employers  that  an  elected  State  government 
would  tend  to  lie  Democratic  more  often  than  Republican. 

Fears  by  some  businessmen  that  an  elected  State  government  would  lie  less 
favorable  to  business  than  a Territorial  government,  headed  by  a (lovernor 
appoiutiHl  by  the  President  of  the  Culled  Stales  from  among  the  prominent 
Island  l den  Is  and  armed  with  authority  to  veto  nets  of  the  legislature. 

Fears  by  rightwingers  of  the  In  linen  co  lalnir  ami  even  "Communists"  might 
have  on  a Slate  government-  |tartleiilarly  the  Influence  of  the  Islands*  largest 
union,  the  International  l.oiigshntvinen*s  and  Warehousemen’s  Onion  (ll,WH> 
of  which  lack  W.  Hall,  a lieutenant  of  California’s  Harry  Rrldges,  Is  regional 
<11  recto:.  Hall  and  six  others  wen'  convicted  In  IlifiJt  on  charges  of  violating  the 
Sndtn  Antl-Communlsl  Act  and  their  ease  is  now  on  apixsd. 

Fears  by  some  native  Hawalhms  and  imrMInwnilnus  that  statehood  \ >uld 
give  C.S.  clt Irens  of  Japanese  ancestry  1 an  energetic,  capable  and  ambitious 
group  an  opportunity  In  extend  their  influence  by  possibly  electing  |vj*sons  of 
.hinuncse  ran'  as  (lovernor,  C.S.  Siam  tors  or  C.S,  Representatives. 

Those  four*  are  reflected  In  Washington  to  some  ex^ml,  judging  from  the 
record*  of  congressional  hearings  and  the  remarks  Hint  a number  of  visiting 
Congressmen  have  made  here  In  recent  weeks. 

For  years  Hawaii  was  predominantly  Republican  In  politic*. 

lint  In  ltWI  Islanders  upset  tradition  by  electing  a Democratic  Territorial 
legislature.  I n IPod  the  legislature  went  Democratic  again,  hut  not  by  ns  targe 
a majority  as  before.  However,  the  real  shocker  that  year  for  Republicans 
was  the  defeat  of  their  candidate,  Mrs,  Klimt  both  Farrington,  for  reelect  Ion  as 
llonvotlng  lh ‘legale  to  Congress. 

Mrs.  Farrington  bad  lieon  appointed  lH'legato  when  her  husband,  the  late, 
Itopulnr  Joseph  R.  Farrington,  died.  After  that  she  won  one  cteetlon  hut  In 
It  loti  she  was  dcfi'aled  hy  Demin'rat  John  Hums,  a real  estate  man  who  had  hilmr 
sup|>ort. 


I From  Hit'  hi'hvor  Post.  Jnu.  14.  IPf»S| 

Fokiy  ninth  StaifV  Fk.\un  Situ  Nrvmioon  Foks 
i Leverett  A.  Chapin,  nssoolute  editor,  the  Ih'iivor  Posit 

Few  p'ople  in  I lie  islands  Imlleve  Hawaii  will  ever  come  p'riiianently  under  the 
control  of  either  the  Republican  or  Democratic  party.  The  two-party  system 
Is  very  imieh  alive.  Repuldleans  are  looking  forward  lioimfulty  to  recouping 
some  of  their  losses  in  the  11KVX  elect  Ion. 

However,  Dcmocrnllc  gains  In  the  IP.\I  and  IPod  elections  have  cooled  the 
ardor  of  some  Republicans  In  Congress  for  statehood  for  Hawaii.  Some  of  them 
want  to  take  a "second  look"  at  the  statehood  Issue  now  that  It  has  lieon  dem- 
onstrated that  Hawaii  might  send  Democrat*  to  the  House  and  the  Senate  at 
least  part  of  the  time. 

This  is  an  altitude  that  most  itcople  In  Hawaii-*  Repuldleans  as  well  as  Demo- 
crat*--deplore.  They  find  statehood  should  1h'  granted  on  principle  and  merit 
rather  than  out  of  isdlHeal  considerations.  Rut  they  reengnlxo  tlmt  some  decline 
In  enthusiasm  among  mainland  Republicans  for  Hawaiian  statehood  Is  a fact 
of  life  they  must  face. 
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Meanwhile,  tlio  fours  some  Islanders  possess  atHmt  tin*  |iossllile  lultucncc  lulnir 
itiul  tin*  Japanese  might  wlolil  under  statelu>od  Is  reflected  in  I lit*  views  of 
ninny-  but  not  nil-  -Congressmen  from  tin*  I >eep  Smith. 

There  lins  at  ways  been  considerable  opiwislthm  to  Hawaiian  slntolioot]  among 
soul  horn  Democrats  who  anticipate  thal  IKS.  Senators,  nml  Representatives 
from  Hawaii  wonhl  I**  racially  tolcraiP,  because  of  the  Islamic  .remarkable 
absence  of  raelal  feeling,  ami  pro  elvll  rights,  thus  ililutlng  southern  strength 
in  Congress. 

HOl* KB  FROM  L1TTI.K  ROCK  ISSUE 

Tills  southern  vlew|H»lnt  was  put  rntherly  bluntly  by  the  Tulsa  (Okla.l 
Tribune  In  an  editorial  last  Mareli  wlileb  star  Pal  with  the  rhetorical  question. 
"Do  we  Americans  want  to  (Hit  a couple  of  Jirps  In  the  Senate  of  tin*  tfntiwl 
States V” 

Some  Islanders  are  lio|M*ful  the  recent  Little  Hi>ck  school  integration  disturb' 
uiiees  will  help  Hawaiian  statehood  by  making  ('on gross  more  desirous  ttiiin 
ever  to  prove  II s willingness  to  admit  a State  In  which  Caucasians  would  Ik* 
In  the  minority. 

The  more  practical  Islanders  antlcl)uite  the  Little  Itock  affair  may  stiffen  the 
resistance  of  the  South  as  a whole  to  the  admission  of  Territory  which  Is 
tremendously  proud  of  the  fad  that  Its  iieoplc  of  many  races  and  colors  live 
together  In  nenr-iierfecL  hilt  mil  quite  |icrf«vt  harmony. 

Hawaii  foresees  Hull  the  Imttlc  for  statehood  Is  not  yet  won  Ihhiiusc  of  these 
|M>lltical  considerations  hut  It  Is  hoi>cful.  and  Uepiihllcan  leaders,  Including  the 
youthful  new  Governor,  William  F.  Quinn,  and  Democratic  tenders.  Iiielmllng 
Dctcgntc  lo  Congress  Hums,  will  put  on  a major  drive  in  Washington,  starting 
this  month. 

Since  an  understanding  of  Island  polities  Is  iteceasnry  to  any  appraisal  of  the 
statehood  Issue,  future  articles  will  deal  with  the  rise  of  the  Democratic  Parly 
Iii  Hawaii,  tin*  labor  and  “Common  1st M stt nation  and' Hie  niclal  <*otnplexlty  of 
Hawaii. 


I From  the  Denver  Post.  Jim.  tit,  105K| 
illy  Leverett  A.  Cliapln,  associate  editor,  the  Denver  Post  > 

Forty ‘Ninth  Statk  -Statkhoou  Vntimki.y,  Fokh  Fkki. 

(Miutoh'b  Notk. *•  This  Is  the  fifth  article  In  a series  discussing  Hawaiian 
statehood.) 

lloNomi*.  T.ll.  “I  formerly  favored  statehood  for  Hawaii  hut  the  ItKWl 
Territorial  legislature,  In  which  I servdl  as  a member  of  the  senate,  changed 
my  mind.  As  I observed  the  legislature  1 decided  we  were  not  politically  mature 
and  should  wait  for  statehood." 

This  was  ltcnjamhi  F.  Dillingham  11  s|Hvikliig.  He  bn  young  limn  with  an 
Intelligent  brow,  the  build  of  a football  player  and  an  enthusiasm  for  polo. 

'Hie  Dillingham  * unity  Is  probably  the  most  prominent  and  one  of  the  most 
highly  respected  In  the  Islands.  Patriarch  of  the  family  Is  Walter  F.  Dilling- 
ham, president  of  the  Oahu  Hallway  & I .and  Co.,  now  partially  retired.  Ho  is 
considered  the  leading  opjKment  to  statehood  hi  nil  Hawaii. 

His  son.  Heujamlu  F.  II,  is  vice  president  ami  general  manager  of  the  com- 
pany. In  lUTi-t  he  created  « mltd  sensation  by  testifying  In  Washington  In  favor 
of  Hawaiian  statehood  hi  spite  of  the  pronounced  views  of  his  father.  Hot li  he 
ami  his  father  are  Republicans. 

The  1ir»5  legislature  of  which  young  Dillingham  was  sjieaklng  was  the  tlrst 
overwhelmingly  Dcmocrntlc  legislature  Hawaii  had  ever  had.  llefore  going 
lo  see  him  I had  boon  told  hi*  father  liked  the  Territorial  system  because  It 
enabled  him  to  luthiemv  the  npimhitmcnt  of  Governors  by  the  President  of  the 
Cultcd  States. 

That  claim  young  Dillingham  dismissed  with  the  statement  that  his  father 
had  taken  no  part  In  the  selection  of  Territorial  Governors  slmv  the  Into  Wallace 
Rider  Farrington  was  npi>otntod  In  1t>*Jl  and  then  reappointed  tn  IDUfi.  * 

"My  father  believes  only  one  thing-  that  what  Is  good  for  the  Territory  Is 
good  for  him,"  young  Dillingham  said. 

Of  Hie  UCifi  (Democratic)  legislature  he  said:  "As  l watched  some  of  these 
men  l told  myself  that  If  they  are  representative  of  tin*  younger  generation, 
then  the  younger  generation  doesn't  understand  democratic  government. 
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“I  beilove,  for  example,  that  the  winning  parly  should  not  pnulsh  the  losing 
party.  1 found  myself  in  opposition  to  them  on  such  things  as  busluess  taxes 
and  unemployment  compensation  legislation.  I did  not  consider  it  n mature 
approach  to  reduce  the  appropriation  for  the  Territorial  Commission  on  Sub- 
versive Activities. 

“I  found  too  many  of  them  tainted  with  New  PenHsm.  I like  them,  mind 
you.  But  I say,  'Let's  take  time  to  get  adjusted/  We  are  doing  a great  Job 
here  on  racial  Integration.  I feel  greatly  encouraged  by  our  economic  develop- 
ment. I thnk  we  will  change  toward  greater  ixdltlcal  maturity.  In  fact,  the 
HOT  legislature  showed  some  improvement.  But  I am  opposed  to  statehood  at 
this  time." 


{From  the  Denver  Post,  Jan.  10.  1D58] 

Forty-Ninth  State — Isles  Unready  eor  Statehood,  Critics  Assert 
(By  Leverett  A.  Clmpin,  associate  editor,  the  Denver  Post) 

Honolulu,  T.II. — Benjamin  F.  Dillingham  II  speaks  with  obvious  sincerity. 
Later  I discovered  that  a numlier  of  opponents  of  Immediate  Hawaiian  statehood 
use  Identical  argument  to  the  effect  that  the  Democratic  legislators  have  shown 
the  Islands  are  not  “mature"  politically. 

Democrats  admit  the  HOT)  legislature  was  Inexperienced— after  all.  Democrats 
have  never  before  been  in  control  of  both  houses.  But  they  deny  passing  punitive 
legislation.  Their  problem,  they  say,  was  to  try  to  alter  a feudal  system  of 
land  ownership  which  discourages  economic  development  and  to  change  a tax 
system  designed  to  favor  the  wealthy. 

Thev  claim  a long  list  of  accomplishments  by  the  HOT  legislature  relating  to 
Juveniles  and  child  welfare,  Insurance  companies,  workmen's  compensation  and 
Territorial  planning  and  promotion.  To  the  charge  that  they  crippled  the  Terri- 
torial Commission  on  Subversive  Activities  in  1055.  Democrats  reply  that  young 
Dillingham  himself  was  one  who  was  Inclined  at  that  time  to  the* view  that  a 
commission  might  not  he  necessary  If  its  duties  were  transferred  to  the  Territorial 
attorney  general. 

1955  LEGISLATURE  ‘FULL  OF  NEW  DEAL  IDEAS* 

Dillingham's  ideas  are  shared  only  in  part  by  another  leading  Republican, 
Samuel  Wilder  King,  a man  of  part  Hawaiian  blood  who  was  governor  during 
both  the  1055  and  the  1057  legislatures. 

Unlike  Dillingham,  former  Governor  King  is  a strong  supporter  of  statehood. 
The  1055  legislature,  he  said  was  full  of  "New  Deal  Ideas.  They  wanted  to  soak 
the  rich/* 

"They  wanted  a new  plan  for  real  estate  tax  assessments,"  the  former  Governor 
explained.  "They  wanted  to  make  it  compulsory  for  landowners  to  Include  rlght- 
of-purchase  clauses  In  all  leases.  Perhaps  they  did  not  realize  no  one  would  want 
to  lease  land  under  such  a provision. 

"They  wanted  to  require  that  private  land  must  be  left  in  the  Territorial 
forest  reserve  for  20  years  If  it  is  to  enjov  tax  exemption.  I vetoed  that:  in 
fact,  I vetoed  72  measures  passed  by  the  HOT  legislature  and  85  passed  in  HOT. 

"In  HOT  the  legislature  did  not  oven  ask  to  confer  with  the  Governor.  In 
1057  they  did  confer.  But  these  legislative  performances.  I believe,  do  not 
indicate  nay  failure  of  democracy  in  the  Islands.  Our  legislature  has  been 
no  worse  than  the  legislatures  in  the  States  sometimes  turn  out  to  be." 

In  Hawaii.  42  percent  of  the  land  Is  government-owned,  most  of  it  by  the 
government  of  the  Territory.  Thirty  percent  more  is  owned  by  12  companies 
and  families.  Only  11  percent  of  all  land  is  held  by  persons  owning  less  than 
5,000  ncres  each. 

Some  of  the  targe  estates  had  their  beginnings  in  the  days  when  Hawaii  was 
an  independent  kingdom.  The  ownership  and  leasing  of  land  has  been  highly 
profitable. 

Much  of  the  most  valuable  land  in  Honolulu  is  owned  by  the  Bernice  P.  Bishop 
estate.  Many  homes  and  businesses  are  built  on  leased  land.  Mnny  of  the 
leases  are  for  only  10  years. 

Desirable  land  la  expensive  by  matnland  standards.  When  sold,  It  is  sold 
by  the  square  foot.  A good  residential  building  lot  limy  cost  as  much  as  $20,000. 
Hence  many  homeowners  prefer  to  lease  land  and  pay  annual  rental. 
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VISITORS  DISCOCRAUED  ON  PRIVATE  ISLAND 

One  of  tin*  eight  Islands  of  the  Hawaiian  group,  Niihau,  is  owued  by  one  family, 
(lie  Robinsons.  It  is  operated  largely  as  a eattle  raueh.  About  250  llawnlluns 
and  their  ehiidreu  live  there.  Visitors  are  discouraged. 

Recently  when  a reporter  for  the  Honolulu  Star-Bulletin  crnshhindcd  there 
in  a small  plane  and  then  Un>k  pictures  ami  talked  with  the  people,  it  was  the 
first  time  since  JSHd  that  a newspniiernmn  had  set  foot  on  Nillmu.  The  re]K>rter, 
Heorgo  West,  described  the  island  as  **a  free  community  In  a feudallstlc  economy." 

Another  Island,  lauuii,  is  wholly  owned  by  the  Hawaiian  Pineapple  Co.  and 
is  used  as  a vast  plantation.  The  land  ownership  imttern  on  the  other  Islands 
poses  no  great  problem  as  yet,  but  on  Oalui.  where  Honolulu  is  located  and 
where  75  iieivcut  of  the  iKHiple  live,  land  ownership  is  a major  issue. 

New  industries  are  springing  up,  but  many  people  are  convinced  new  business 
will  be  discouraged  if  more  land  is  not  made  available  for  purchase.  They 
jKdnt  out  that  most  industries  won’t  make  large  plant  investments  on  leased 
laud. 

In  general,  more  Democrats  than  Republicans  are  interested  in  breaking  up 
t lie  large  estates — the  "feudal**  domain  system.  No  doubt  some  Republicans 
find  tbc  traditional  land  system  is  lies!  and  can  best  tie  protected  under  a 
Territorial  form  of  government  In  which  the  api»ointod  Hovernor  enn  veto  legis- 
lative ads. 

'Fite  tax  issue  Is  similar.  Taxes  in  the  islands  are  high-  lmt  taxi's  oil  real 
estate  are  low  by  comparison  with  most  mainland  areas.  Une  prime  industrial 
site  on  Oahu,  consisting  of  57,000  acres,  is  assessed  at  $12  au  acre  and  reputedly 
would  he  worth  $12,000  au  aere  when  improved.  The  Democratic  legislature 
overrode  a gubernatorial  veto  to  provide  for  the  study. 

An  exjieri  study  of  land  appraisal  methods  is  to  be  made  soon.  The  Deiuo- 
era  tie  legislature  overrode  n gubernatorial  veto  to  provide  for  the  study.  In 
the  past,  an  owner  of  land  could  put  It  in  the  Territorial  forest  reserve,  if  it  had 
any  value  for  water  conservation  pur]H»ses,  thereby  gain  tax  exemption  and 
withdraw  it  from  the  reserve  again  any  time  he  wished  to  do  so. 

one  of  the  hills  vetoed  by  former  governor  King  in  1055.  requiring  laud 
to  be  left  in  t lie  forest  reserve  for  20  years  if  it  was  to  gain  tax  exemption, 
was  repassed  in  1057  and  that  time  was  not  vetoed.  Proponents  of  the  law 
believe  It  will  return  some  2-10,000  acres  of  land  to  the  tax  rolls. 

The  second  largest  single  source  of  tax  revenue  for  the  Territory  lias  been 
a 2-percent  Hat  tax  on  alt  comi»ciisatloii  ami  dividends  -a  kind  of  gross-income 
tax.  The  self-employed  did  not  have  to  pay  it. 

The  1057  legislature  alndlshed  this  tint  tax,  rewrote  the  islands*  progressive 
income  tax  to  bring  in  more  revenue  and  increased  certain  geueral  excise  and 
consumption  taxes.  Democratic  sinaisors  of  these  tax  reforms  believe  they  will 
erase  all  red  ink  from  the  Territorial  books. 

Here  in  i lie  islands  a minority  of  the  inliueidial  jieoplo  ladieve  the  land 
and  tax  measures  passed  so  far  are  only  a taste  of  what  might  come  if  Hawaii 
should  become  a State,  with  an  elected  Hovernor  ns  well  as  ati  elected  legis- 
lature. They  see  statehood  as  a possible  threat  to  a way  of  life  which  they 
believe  to  lie  good  in  spite  of  the  tag  of  "feudalism**  which  has  sometimes  boon 
hung  nu  it. 


(From  the  1 leaver  Tost,  Jan.  17,  HXSS) 

Forty-ninth  State?— Hawaii’s  Ukd-Hcxteks  Active 

iKiutor’h  Note. — This  Is  the  sixth  in  a series  or  articles  on  the  controversial 
subject  of  Hawaiian  statehood.) 

( By  Leverett  A.  Chapin,  associate  editor,  the  Denver  Rost) 

Honom  i c,  T.H, — A nminlaudor  visiting  these  Islands  is  likely  to  lie  appalled  by 
the  elalKirate  devices  which  have  been  set  up  to  combat  communism. 

A good  many  Hawaii  residents  are  beginning  to  In?  applied  too.  They  suspect 
l»art  of  the  emphasis  on  the  Communist  menace  may  be  a subtle  device  for  defeat- 
ing the  granting  of  statehood  to  the  Territory. 

Nowhere  else  In  tiie  United  States  are  there  ns  many  precautions  against  Cora* 
inuntst  or  subversive  intiueuees  as  there  are  here.  loyally  oaths  are  required 
of  all  piddle  employees.  The  Territory  has  a tax-supported  commission  whose 
sole  Job  Is  to  expose  subversives. 
a?an7— ,v.>  a 
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The  chairman  is  William  B.  Stephenson,  a prominent  attorney  who  has  a steely 
eye,  an  impressive  record  of  naval  intelligence  work  during  World  War  II  and 
on  encyclopedic  knowledge  of  Communist  activities. 

Stephenson  and  other  members  of  the  nonpartisan  commission  receive  no  pay. 
The  commission's  appropriation  goes  to  hire  a staff  of  two  persons  and  maintain 
an  office  In  the  basement  of  Iolani  Palace,  Hie  Territorial  capitol  where  the  throne 
room  of  the  Hawaiian  kings  of  preannexation  days  is  still  preserved. 

Stephenson  has  no  sympathy  with  those  who  decry  the  use  of  gull t-by-assocl ac- 
tion methods.  “If  a person  associates  with  Communists,  the  public  Is  entitled  to 
assume  he  has  Communist  sympathies,  too,”  Stephenson  says.  He  is  a dedicated 
foe  of  Communists  of  all  shades. 

Every  2 years  the  commission  reports  to  the  Territorial  legislature  on  the 
threat  of  communism  ns  it  sees  it.  The  commission  takes  no  position  on  statehood. 
Stephenson  calls  It  a factfinding  body  only. 

In  addition  to  this  official  agency,  Hawaii  has  a privately  supported  anti- 
communist oiganizatlon  known  as  Imua.  In  the  Hawaiian  language  Imua 
means  “forward.” 

Imua  has  3,000  subscribers,  most  of  them  island  residents,  some  on  the  mainland. 
Its  budget  Is  $92,000  for  1958 — more  than  twice  the  amount  the  official  commission 
on  subversive  activities  has  to  spend.  It  maintains  a staff  and  an  extensive 
library  of  material  on  communism  and  Communists,  known  and  suspected.  It 
issues  published  reports  to  its  members  and  broadcasts  re|>orts  In  English  and 
Filipino  over  six  radio  stations  each  day,  Monday  through  Friday. 

Iiuua  has  no  inhibitions  nl>out  publishing  its  hard-hitting  opinions.  It  is  critical 
of  the  U.S.  Supreme  Court  for  what  it  considers  a soft  attitude  toward  Commu- 
nists. It  has  a low  opinion  of  persons  who  take  advantage  of  fifth  amendment 
rights  to  refuse  to  testify. 


(From  the  Denver  Post,  Jan.  17,  lt>5£] 

Forty-ninth  State? — Device*  Used  To  Hunt  Reds  Appaix  Hawaii 
(By  Leverett  A.  Chapin,  associate  editor,  the  Denver  Post) 

Honolulu. — Iniau  Is  a privately  supported  antl-Communist  organization  in 
Hawaii. 

It  has  been  lambasting  the  Hawaiian  non  voting  Delegate  to  Congress,  John 
Burns,  a first-term  Democrat,  for  such  things  as  posing  in  Washington  for  a 
picture  with  a labor  union  delegation  which  called  on  him.  Imua  described 
three  members  of  the  delegation  as  “first  amendment  Communists.” 

Walter  F.  Dillingham,  the  outstanding  opponent  of  statehood  in  the  islands, 
Is  honorary  chairman  of  Iniua’s  fundraising  drive.  Wynthrop  M.  Orr,  executive 
vice  president  of  Imua,  says  the  organization  itself  takes  no  position  one  way 
or  the  other  on  statehood.  Its  sole  business  is  Communists. 

However,  directors  of  Imua  recently  endorsed  a statement  by  their  most  out- 
spoken member,  Dr.  Lyle  O.  Phillips,  that  Hawaii  will  not  “merit”  statehood 
until  “the  present  threat  of  subversive  contiol  over  our  Territorial  life  ends.” 

Dr.  Phillips’  statement  was  made  in  a sneeeh  in  Pittsburgh,  Pa.,  before  the 
All-American  Conference  of  National  Organizations  to  Combat  Communism. 

What  irritated  advocates  of  statehood  was  the  coincidence  that  the  speech 
was  made  the  same  day  on  w hich  Gov.  William  F.  Quinn,  members  of  the  Hawaii 
Statehood  Commission,  and  other  islanders  were  In  Reno,  Nev.,  drumming  up 
support  for  statehood  at  a western  conference  of  the  Republican  Party. 

HUBBUB  BELATED  TO  STATEHOOD  CAMPAIGN 

Some  advocates  of  statehood  claim  to  notice  there  is  great  hubbub  and  pub- 
licity about  Communists  in  Hawaii  every  time  there  Is  a spurt  of  new  activity 
to  promote  statehood. 

For  a long  ttrne  Imua  enjoyed  wide  Immunity  from  criticism.  There  was  an 
understandable  reticence  to  speak  disrespectfully  of  an  organisation  sanctified 
by  its  avowed  opposition  to  communism.  But  a growing  conviction  that  the 
constant  to-do  about  “communism”  is  nurtured  by  persons  who,  for  political, 
economic,  tax,  or  landownershlp  reasons,  would  like  to  keep  Hawaii  a Territory^ 
is  bringing  Imua  under  fire. 
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The  Honolulu  Advertiser  has  characterized  Dr.  Phillips  as  ‘ Hawaii’s  Senator 
McCarthy.”  Commenting  on  Dr.  Phillips*  jqiooch,  the  Honolulu  Stur-Bulletin, 
edited  by  friendly  and  popular  Riley  H.  Allen,  said: 

“The  task  which  faces  the  Hawaii  Statehood  Commission  and  all  of  us  who 
Mlevo  in  and  work  for  statehood  Is  to  convince  the  Members  of  Congress  that 
Hawaii  Is  not  in  the  grip  of  Communists.  • • •” 

The  Star-Bulletin  reflects  what  seems  to  lie  the  average  view  here— that 
Communist  influences  must  be  guarded  against  but  Communists  are  not  In 
control  and  won’t  be  and  exaggerations  regarding  communism  will  hurt  the 
statehood  cause. 

WRONG  EMPHASIS  US  MAYS  OFFICIAL 

The  statehood  commission  itself  is  more  than  a little  concerned  about  the 
emphasis  on  communism.  Head  of  the  commission  is  Lorrhi  l\  Thurston,  presi- 
dent and  general  manager  of  the  Honolulu  Advertiser,  a soft-sjwken  man  of 
Impressive  sincerity  whose  family  has  been  in  the  Islands  more  than  100  years. 

*i iimst  tells  lirilf  truths,”  Thurston  complains.  Since  he  became  head  of  the 
commission  it  has  Issued  a 30-page  booklet  answering  “the  charge  that  com- 
munism hi  Hawaii  disqualifies  the  Territory  from  lieeomliig  a State.” 

Tills  stiffening  attitude  toward  I mtm  and  “eflorts  to  smear  Hawaii  with  com- 
munism” is  accompanied  by  a growing  feeling  among  strong  statehood  advocates 
that  the  local  minority  against  statehood,  including  some  highly  influential  men, 
must  be  opjnised  more  vigorously  than  in  the  past. 

Stntehooders  will  tell  you  a few  men  who  know  the  “right  people”  in  Wash- 
ington can,  with  a few  words  spoken  privately  against  statehood,  undo  work 
tlie  Territorial  Statehood  Commission  has  sjient  tens  of  thousands  of  dollars 
to  accomplish. 

Some  advocates  of  stateho'd  want  to  dramatize  the  plight  of  the  islands  by 
the  shock  method  of  making  an  appeul  to  the  United  Nations  to  save  Hawaii  from 
the  evils  of  “colonialism.” 

TWO  FACTORS  USED  AGAINST  STATEHOOD 

Use  of  the  “Communist  scare”  as  a means  of  defeating  statehood  has  been 
belfied  along  by  two  facts.  One  Is  that  no  point  in  American  defenses  has  greater 
strategic  importance  than  Hawaii.  If  communism  is  bad  wherever  it  is,  it  Is 
doubly  bad  here,  statehood  opi>onents  say. 

They  add,  in  the  next  breath,  that  the  presence  here  of  Jack  W.  Hall,  regional 
director  of  the  International  Longshoremen's  and  Warehousemen's  Union,  is  an- 
other reason  for  extra  vigilance.  The  ILWU  is  the  Harry  Bridges  union  which 
was  kicked  out  of  the  CIO  several  years  ago. 

llnll  and  six  others  were  convicted  In  1053  of  violating  the  anti-Communist 
Smith  Act  and  are  at  liberty  under  bond  while  their  case  has  been  under  lengthy 
review  by  the  Federal  circuit  court  of  appeals. 

The  ILWU  Is  the  most  powerful  labor  organization  in  Hawaii.  It  has  23,500 
members  of  whom  only  1,800  are  longshoremen.  The  rest  are  sugar  workers, 
pineapple  workers,  general  trade  workers  and  truckers.  All  AFL-CIO  unions  on 
the  Islands  have  a combined  membership  of  15,000. 

Opinions  on  the  islands  about  Jack  Hail  differ.  At  worst,  he  is  described  as 
a hard-core  Communist  who  uses  the  ILWU  for  Communist  purposes  and  would 
wield  great  political  Influence  if  Hawaii  became  a State. 

At  best,  he  is  described  as  a tough  labor  leader  who  has  the  interest  of  his 
members  at  heart,  drives  a hard  bargain,  knows  his  business,  and  has  made  cane 
and  pineapple  workers  the  highest  paid  agricultural  labor  In  the  world. 

Those  convicted  along  with  Ilail  iuelude  Charles  K.  Fujimoto,  onu  time  a 
Junior  chemist  in  the  experiment  station  of  the  University  of  Hawaii  who  left 
the  university  to  become  chatrmau  of  the  Communist  Party  of  Hawaii,  and  his 
wife,  Eileen.  Fujimoto  reputedly  is  the  only  self-ndiultted  Communist  Hawaii 
ever  had. 

Also  convicted  were  KoJI  Ariyoshl,  editor  of  the  Honolulu  Record,  which  some 
describe  as  an  Island  counterpart  of  the  Daily  Worker;  John  F.  Relnecke,  who 
was  fired  as  a teacher  in  the  public  schools  several  years  ago  after  a hearing  on 
charges  that  he  failed  to  embrace  the  Ideas  of  democracy;  Jack  D.  Kirnoto,  an 
employe  of  the  Record,  and  Dwight  James  Freeman,  a construction  worker. 
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Another  union  which  Imua  says  is  Communist  controlled  is  the  United  Public 
Workers  Union,  headed  by  Henry  Epstein.  It  has  about  2,000  members  and  has 
headquarters  in  the  attractive  and  modern  ILWU  main  office  building  here  in 
Honolulu. 


[From  the  Denver  Post,  Jan.  13,  1058] 

. Forty-ninth  State— Hawaii  Unionists  Prospering  Under  1Iai.l 

(Editor’s  Note. — This  Is  the  seventh  article  in  a series  discussing  the  question 
of  statehood  for  Hawaii.) 

(By  Leverett  A.  Chapin,  associate  editor,  the  Denver  Post) 

Honolulu,  T.H.— If  you  want  to  interview  Jack  W.  Hall,  director  of  the 
Halwall  regional  office  of  the  International  Longshoremen's  and  Warehouse- 
men’s Union,  you  mny  have  to  get  up  early. 

Hall  arrives  at  his  office  nt  7 :30  a.m.,  dressed  comfortably  in  slacks,  loafer 
shoes,  and  a colorful,  opeu-neeked  aloha  shirt,  lie  Is  a large  man  with  thick- 
leused  glasses  and  closely  cropj>ed  hair.  He  talks  easily  and  directly  to  you. 

He  Is  proud  of  the  union  which  has  23,500  members  in  the  dock,  sugarcane, 
pineapple,  and  trucking  industries.  Sixty  percent  of  them  are  Filipinos.  About 
8,000  of  them  are  aliens.  They  compose  the  lurgest  single  alien  group  in  the 
Islands  now  that  the  MeCarran-Walter  Act  has  made  the  alien  Japauese  who 
are  longtime  residents  of  the  Islands  eligible  for  citizenship. 

About  15,000  of  the  ILWU  members  are  voters  and  citizens.  Many  of  them 
had  outstanding  war  records.  Cane  and  pineapple  workers,  who  once  earned 
lees  than  $1  a day,  now  are  the  highest  paid  agricultural  labor  in  the  world. 

In  recent  years  Hall  and  the  union  have  stressed  fringe  benefits,  such  as 
retirement  pay.  Employers  consider  Hall  a tough  bargainer  but  respect  his 
ability  and  bis  interest  in  the  workers 

Hall,  who  was  one  of  seven  convicted  in  1953  in  Hawaii  on  charges  of  violat- 
ing the  Smith  Auti-Commuulst  Act,  is  proud,  also,  of  the  modern,  new  head- 
quarters the  union  has  built  in  Honolulu.  It  includes  a large  auditorium, 
equipped  with  the  latest  In  hi-fi  sound  reproduction  which  Hall  likes  to  demon- 
strate for  visitors. 

Hall  seems  confident  that  his  Smith  Act  conviction  will  be  reversed  by  the 
U.S.  circuit  court  of  appeals,  a view  generally  shared  by  Islanders  who  have  read 
about  the  reversal  of  other  Smith  Act  convictions  in  Colorado  and  elsewhere. 

Before  he  was  Indicted,  Hall  once  made  a non-Coinnmnist  affidavit.  There  is 
a widely  spread  belief  here  that  Hall  and  probably  other  leaders  of  the  union 
were  Communists  at  one  time  hut  no  longer  are.  This  belief  stems  in  port,  per- 
haps, from  the  fact  that  when  the  Eastland  internal  security  subcommittee 
of  the  U.S.  Senate  held  hearings  here  in  December,  1950,  certain  persons  con- 
nected with  the  union  offered  to  testify  if  they  would  be  asked  only  two  ques- 
tions: (1)  Are  you  now  a Communist?  and  (2)  Have  you  been  a Communist 
In  the  last  3 years? 

The  offer  was  not  accepted  and  a considerable  number  of  witnesses  refused 
to  testify  under  fifth  amendment  protection.  Hall  himself  was  not  called  be- 
cause the  appeal  of  his  Smith  trial  case  was  pending. 


[From  the  Denver  Tout,  Jnn.  10,  105S1 

Forty-ninth  State?— Race  Issue  Bars  Hawaii,  Hall  Charges 
(By  Leverett  A.  Chapin,  associate  editor,  the  Denver  Post) 

m 

Honolulu.— The  most  outspoken  foes  of  communism  in  the  Hawaiian  islands, 
including  Imua,  n privately  financed  antisubversive  organization,  consider  Jac  k 
W.  Hall  a Communist  and  his  ILWU  as  a Communist-dominated  union. 

Who  Is  right  I don’t  pretend  to  know  but  Hall,  very  easily,  is  Hawaii’s  most 
controversial  citizen. 

I naked  Hall  If  he  knew  many  people  say  the  Islands  would  have  statehood 
If  It  were  not  for  him  and  the  Communist  issue. 

“Yes,  but  i don’t  believe  it,’’  he  replied.  “There  is  no  Communist  Tarty  in 
Hawaii.  It  Isn’t  because  of  communism  that  we  don’t  have  statehood.  That  is 
a red  herring. 
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"We  haven't  gotten  statehood  because  of  racial  fears  on  the  rna inlaud— that 
and  fears  that  people  elected  here,  where  we  have  less  racial  prejudice  than  any 
other  place  in  the  world,  would  be  too  liberal  on  such  thlugs  as  civil  rights. 
They  fear  we  might  elect  people  who  are  left  of  center. 

GOVERNORS  VETO  TAX  LEGISLATION 

"We  have  a small  middle  class  here,  but  it  Is  growing.  There  is  a lot  of  un- 
dercover opposition  to  statehood  here  on  the  islands  from  people  who  are  afraid 
of  what  would  happen  on  such  thlugs  as  taxes. 

"Under  the  territorial  system  progressive  tax  legislation  which  might  hit  per- 
sons of  wealth  has  been  vetoed  frequently  by  our  appointed  Governors,  Stain- 
back  aud  Long,  for  example."  (Ingram  M.  Stnlnbnck  was  Governor  from  1012 
to  1031  and  Oreu  E.  Long  from  1051  to  1053.  Both  are  considered  conservative 
Democrats.) 

Hall,  somo  Republicans  will  be  surprised  to  know,  is  registered  as  a Repub- 
lican. So  is  his  boss,  Harry  Bridges  of  California,  head  of  ILWU. 

"The  Democratic  Party,"  Hall  says,  “is  the  party  of  small  businessmen.  I 
am  for  big  labor  and  big  capital." 

Hall  favors  statehood  for  no  higli-soumling  reasons  relating  to  taxation  with- 
out representation.  1 lis  is  a practical  approach. 

"Until  we  get  statehood  and  elect  our  owu  ollicials  the  people  cannot  exert 
IK) p\ilar  pressures  on  the  executive  aiul  Judicial  systems,"  lie  says.  He  believes 
ollicials  of  the  Territorial  public  school  system,  who  are  now  appointed,  should 
be  elective  officers  also. 


ILWU  INFLUENCE  CALLED  SIGNIFICANT 

The  question  of  liow  much  pressure  Jack  Ilall  and  the  ILWU  might  bo  able  to- 
exert  on  State  government  if  Hawaii  should  achieve  statehood  is  a widely  dis- 
cussed  subject  here. 

The  conclusion  of  the  Eastland  committee  after  Its  hearings  here  in  December 
1050  was  that  “The  evidence  indicated  that  the  ILWU  was  able  to  exercise  an  in- 
fluence over  the  Territorial  legislature  and  over  politics  in  general."  In  another 
place  in  Us  report  the  committee  termed  this  influence  slgnifleant. 

Many  people  here  say  ILWU  political  Influence  Is  badly  overrated.  No  oue, 
however,  doubts  the  union’s  economic  influence.  The  1040  ILWU  strike,  which 
lasted  for  0 months,  was  a fearful  demonstration. 

Crops  spoiled  in  the  fields,  shipping  was  tied  up.  They  tell  you  here  in  the 
islands  that  many  small  businessmen  went  broke,  because  they  could  not  get  mer- 
chandise from  the  mainland.  Generally  speaking,  the  strike  was  considered  a 
victory  for  the  union. 

Do  ILWU  members  follow  tlicir  leadership  on  political  issues  as  they  do  on 
economic  Issues  aud  wage  demands?  Opinions  differ. 

STRIKES  HAVE  POLITICAL  T1NOE 

The  ILWU  has  engaged  hi  some  strikes  which  seemed  to  outsiders  to  bo  politi- 
cal. Iu  1050  there  was  a demonstration  strike  after  Harry  Bridges  had  been 
sent  to  Jail  for  violating  his  bail.  There  was  a 4-day  walkout  when  Hall  and  six 
others  were  convicted  under  the  Smith  Act  iu  1053. 

In  May  1050  there  was  a walkout  from  wage  negotiations  in  protest  against  the 
appearance  In  Hawaii  of  Secretary  of  La bor  Mitchell,  who  had  made  remarks 
wnich  Bridges  considered  derogatory  to  him.  There  was  a demonstration  strike 
in  Honolulu,  led  by  Bridges  and  Hall,  wheu  the  Eastland  subcommittee  opened 
Its  hearings  on  subversive  activities.  In  December  1050. 

There  are  a variety  of  opinions  regarding  tills  last  strike.  The  number  of 
workers  participating  is  variously  estimated  at  from  1,S00  to  4,000.  A tropical 
rain  helped  spoil  the  demonstration  for  Bridges  and  Hall,  \3ven  Imua,  which 
is  not  likely  to  underestimate  Communist  accomplishments,  says  "The  strike  was 
disappointing  to  Hall  and  Bridges," 

It  is  understandable,  perhaps,  if  rank  and  file  ILWU  members  look  on  any  at- 
tack on  Hall,  alleging  he  is  a Communist,  as  au  attack  on  a union  which  has 
brought  them  great  benefits — an  attack  which  must  be  resisted. 

You  do  not  hear  any  claims  that  the  ILWU  membership  is  communistic,  only 
claims  that  the  leadership  is  Communist,  J.  D.  (Jot)  Pratt,  a highly  regarded 
plantation  manager  for  the  Hnwnilan  Pineapple  Co.,  who  has  several  hundred 
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IMVU  workers  under  his  supervision,  told  me  ho  does  not  know  of  a single  Com- 
mnnist  lu  the  lot  of  them. 

The  best  way  to  Judge  the  real  weight  of  IMVU  political  Influence  Is  to  look 
at  Its  successes  or  failures  In  electing  candidates  It  favors  and  In  getting  meas- 
ures which  It  wants  put  Into  law.  That  Is  another  story. 


(Front  tht  Denver  Poet,  Jan.  19,  1958] 

Forty-sixth  Statk?— Ix)xo81iohkmkx  Fail  So  Far  To  Infi.i'kxck  Politics 

(Editor's  Note. — This  ts  the  eighth  article  lu  a series  dealing  with  the  ques- 
tion of  statehood  for  Hawaii.) 

(By  Loverett  A.  Chapin,  associate  editor,  the  Denver  Post) 

Hoxoi.vi.f,  T.H. — In  104!>  when  the  International  Tsatgshoremen's  and  Ware- 
housomen’s  Union  tied  up  the  Hawaiian  Islands  with  a O-month  strike.  Gov. 
Ingram  M.  Stalnback  called  a special  session  of  the  legislature  which  authorized 
the  Government  lo  seize  the  docks  and  work  them  with  National  Guardsmen  or 
anyone  else  he  might  enlist. 

The  principal  political  aim  of  the  IMVU  since  1040  1ms  been  to  get  the  dock 
seizure  law  repealed.  But  It  Is  still  on  the  books. 

In  1000,  the  IMVU  opimsed  the  adoption  of  the  constitution  which  had  been 
written  In  anticipation  that  Hawaii  might  be  granted  statehood.  .Tack  W,  Hall. 
Hawaii  regional  director  of  I1AVU,  and  other  union  leaders  objected  because  tbe 
new  constitution  did  not  provide  for  the  Initiative  and  referendum,  the  election 
of  Judges,  etc. 

The  constitution  went  to  a vote  of  the  people  and  was  approved  3 to  1.  Today 
the  constitution  Is  "on  tap."  ready  to  go  into  effect  whenever  Congress  passes 
the  necessary  enabling  legislation  creating  tbe  40th  State. 

In  1052,  Hall  and  still  olhers  went  on  trial  before  a Jury  representing  a cross- 
section  of  the  Island  citizenry  and  were  found  guilty  under  the  Smith  anti- 
communist Act. 

(The  V.S.  Court  of  Api>ea1s  In  San  Francisco  reversed  Hall's  conviction  on 
charges  of  membership  In  the  Communist  Party  and  plotting  to  teach  and  advo- 
cate violent  overthrow  of  the  Federal  Government.  See  details  on  page  4.) 

These  are  three  of  many  examples  which  can  be  found  here  of  the  apparent 
inability  of  the  IMVU  and  Hall  to  influence  governmental  actions.  Since 
opposition  to  statehood  is  based  to  considerable  extent  on  claims  that  the  IMVU 
is  Communist  dominated  and  would  take  over  the  new  State,  the  political  fail- 
ures of  the  IMVU  have  some  slgnlftcance. 

Other  examples  are  more  recent. 

In  1055  Charles  VI.  Kauhane.  the  speaker  of  the  Territorial  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives, sent  a gift — a gavel— to  Harry  Bridges,  International  president  of 
the  IMVU,  at  a mainland  union  convention  in  California. 

This  gift  was  cited  by  members  of  Imua,  the  privately  financed  nntl-Commu- 
nlst  organization  iu  the  Islands,  as  evidence  of  IMVU  Influence  in  politics  and 
the  Eastland  subcommittee  of  V.S.  Senate  on  Internal  Security,  in  Its  1057 
report,  called  attention  to  the  gift. 

The  subcommittee  failed  to  mention,  however,  that  when  Kauhane  ran  for 
mayor  of  Honolulu  In  1050  he  was  defeated  In  the  Democratic  primary,  by  a 
vote  of  614  to  1,  by  a newcomer  to  politics,  William  C.  Vannatta,  who  was  later 
defeated'tn  the  general  election  by  the  Republican  candidate,  Xeal  S.  Blaisdell. 
The  gavel  Incident  was  Kauhane's  undoing. 


I From  thf  Denver  Post,  Jan.  19,  1059) 

Eii:yf.n  Win  ArFEAi.8— U.S.  Red  Plot  Verdicts  Upset 

San  FfcANcico,  January  20.— The  U.S.  court  of  appeals,  acting  in  line  with  the 
Supreme  Court’s  California  Reds  ruling  of  last  Jnne,  Monday  reversed  the  Smith 
Act  convictions  of  seven  persous  In  Hawaii  and  four  lu  the  State  of  Washington. 

The  convictions  were  obtained  In  district  courts  on  charges  of  memberships 
In  the  Communist  Party  nud  (dotting  to  teach  and  advocate  violent  overthrow 
of  the  Federal  Government 
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Judge  Richard  II.  numbers,  who  wrote  the  appeals  court  decision  Mouday, 
said  the  Supreme  Court’s  declsiou  last  June  “leaves  the  Smith  Act,  as  to  any 
further  prosecution  under  It,  n virtual  shambles,” 

Ordered  freed  by  the  decision  Monday  on  reversals  of  their  convictions  were : 

In  Hawaii — Jack  W.  Hall,  regional  director  there  of  the  International  Long- 
shoremen’s and  Warehousemen's  Union;  Charles  K.  Fujlmoto,  former  chairman 
of  the  Communist  Party  in  Hawaii,  and  his  wife,  Eileen,  who  was  a member  of 
the  party’s  executive  board;  John  E.  Keineeke,  former  Territorial  treasurer  of 
the  party;  Dwight  J.  Freeman,  who  was  party  organizer;  Kojl  Artyosbl,  editor 
of  the  Honolulu  Record,  and  Jack  B.  Ktuioto,  who  was  party  chairman  before 
World  War  II. 

Involved  In  the  Seattle  case— Henry  1\  Ilufif,  John  S.  Daschbach,  Paul  M. 
Bowen  and  Terry  Pettus. 


[From  the  Denver  Poet,  Jan.  10, 10581 
Longshoremen  Foe  Elected  in  Hawaii 
(By  Leveret t A.  Chapin,  associate  editor,  the  Denver  Post) 

Honolulu,  T.1I. — In  the  1957  Hawaiian  Legislature  there  were  four  candi- 
dates for  speaker  of  the  house. 

The  one  candidate  the  ILWU  wanted  to  defeat  was  O.  Vincent  Esposito,  a 
brilliant,  young,  Harvard-educated  attorney  who  was  chief  prosecutor  for  the 
War  Crimes  Commission  in  Japan  after  World  War  II,  Esposito  Is  an  out- 
spoken foe  of  commuulsm  and  the  ILWU. 

“The  ILWU  said  It  would  take  anyone  but  Esposito  for  speaker,"  Esposito 
told  me.  “When  the  time  to  select  a speaker  came,  I was  elected  unanimously-* 
30  to  0. 

“In  the  1957  legislative  session,  the  ILWU  had  three  pieces  of  legislation  which 
It  wanted  passed.  One  v*as  the  repeal  of  the  dock-seixure  law.  The  repeal 
was  defeated  in  the  home  28  to  2. 

“Tlie  other  two  proposals  provided  tax  exemption  for  union  properties  and 
repeal  of  the  Territorial  unfair  trade  practices  law.  The  tax  exemption  bill 
did  not  get  out  of  committee.  Repeal  of  the  unfair  practices  law  was  referred 
for  more  study." 

Esposito,  who  was  in  the  thick  of  the  1957  legislative  battles,  is  a strong  sup- 
porter of  statehood.  He  Is  widely  respected.  He  has  no  fears  that  the  ILWU 
would  dominate  the  new  State  government. 

In  the  1957  legislature  there  were  quite  a number  of  members,  both  in  the 
house  and  the  senate,  who  sought  and  obtained  labor  support  In  the  1956  elec- 
tion-including the  support  of  the  ILWU. 

The  ILWU  sends  questionnaires  to  legislative  candidates.  Supposedly,  the 
ILWU  gives  its  official  support  to  candidates  on  the  basis  of  the  answers  re- 
ceived. It  supports  some  Republicans.  It  supports  some  candidates  who  are 
outstanding  foes  of  communism. 

Jack  Hall,  the  ILWU  leader  in  Hawaii,  told  me  the  union  supported  Repub- 
lican William  F.  Quinn  when  he  ran  for  the  Territorial  Senate.  Quinn,  a young 
attorney  with  unusual  ability  as  a singer  and  amateur  actor,  Is  the  new  Gov- 
ernor of  UawAil,  an  appointee  of  President  Eisenhower. 

ILWU  has  also  supported  Territorial  Senator  William  H.  (Doc)  Hill  of  the 
Island  of  Hawaii,  who  founded  a large  fortune  by  selling  and  trading  eyeglasses 
to  Islanders  years  ago.  Hill,  whose  interests  Include  realty,  dairy,  motor,  drug, 
and  electric  holdings,  is  a leading  Republican. 

The  four  leaders  of  the  1957  legislature— Esposito,  Senate  President  William 
Heen,  Senate  Floor  Leader  Herbert  II.  K.  Lee,  and  House  Floor  Leader  Daniel 
K.  Inouye — were  not  endorsed  by  the  ILWU.  The  three  senators  elected  for 
the  island  of  Oahu  in  1056  were  all  opposed  by  the  union. 

Front  runner  In  the  senatorial  race  was  conservative  Democrat  Oren  E.  Long, 
former  governor  of  the  islands  and  former  superintendent  of  public  Instruction. 
He  Is  a thorough-going  advocate  of  statehood.  The  ILWU  did  not  endorse  him, 

ILWU  political  influence  is  likely  to  be  even  less  In  the  future  than  It  has 
been  in  the  past.  Approximately  75  percent  of  the  population  of  the  islands  Is 
located  on  the  Island  of  Oahu,  where  Honolulu  Is  located,  but  Oahu  has  never 
had  even  majority  representation  In  either  the  Territorial  House  or  the 
Territorial  Senate. 
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Tho  Democratic*  feat  of  capturing  the  legislature  in  1055  ami  again  In  1057, 
after  many  years  of  Republican  victories,  was  not  accomplished  by  the  II AVI'* 
Doth  former  Governor  Samuel  Wilder  King,  a Republican,  and  former  Governor 
l*ong,  a Democrat,  an*  agreed  on  that. 

“Democrats  won  here  for  the  same  reasons  that  Democrats  won  the  Congress 
on  the  mainland,’*  according  to  King,  “not  because  of  union  leaders  who  have 
been  Identified  as  Communists.  The  II AVI!  has  rejected  its  leadership  on 
occasions — as  for  example  when  the  leadership  tried  several  years  ago  to  dis- 
courage National  Guard  enlistments  on  one  of  the  Islands.  Organ! ml  labor 
can  lie  counted  upon  to  get  rid  of  any  Communists  in  time.” 

“Harry  Bridges  (international  heat!  of  IIAVD)  didn’t  do  It.**  said  Long,  re- 
ferring to  recent  Democratic  victories  on  the  Islands.  “The  Democrats  api»ealcd 
to  young  people.  The  Republicans  bail  grown  smug.  The  Democrats  have  had 
a remarkable  group  of  young  legislative  caiididates--many  of  them  of  Japanese 
nueestry  with  degrees  from  Harvard  and  other  mainland  universities  and  with 
outstanding  records  for  bravery  in  the  t\S.  forces  during  Ihe  war.” 

Hawaii  G.O.I*.  t'halrmaii  Ed  Bryan,  who  happens  to  be  a 1!M2  graduate  of 
the  Colorado  School  of  Mines,  says  the  party  Is  working  eonildently  to  win 
both  houses  of  the  next  legislature. 

Bryan  lielleves  the  IIAVD  members  vote  pretty  much  ns  the  leaders  recom- 
mend. The  second  level  of  command  In  the  union  does  not  believe  llmt  the  top 
loaders,  such  as  Hall,  are  Communists,  according  to  Bryan. 

Only  a small  minority  of  Islanders  believes  communism  and  the  IIAVD  are 
valid  reasons  for  withholding  statehood  from  the  Islands— -particularly  in  the 
light  of  the  IIAVIT's  many  political  defeats.  Neither  are  many  islanders  con- 
ceriuHl  by  claims  that  Hawaii  would  elect  Japanese  to  Congress  If  statehood 
were  gran  toil.  That  claim  probably  carries  more  weight  on  the  mainland  than 
It  does  here.  Hawaii’s  racial  mixture  will  be  discussed  next. 


I From  the  Denver  Post,  Jan.  20,  10«IS] 

Forty-ninth  Statu?— Isi.ks  Lm:  by  Back  Toikranck 

(Ewtor’s  Notk. — lids  is  the  ninth  in  a series  of  articles  dismissing  the  Hawai- 
ian statehood  question.) 

( By  lawerott  A.  Chapin,  associate  editor,  the  Denver  Post) 

IIoNoi.n.p,  T.H. — “Why  should  I want  statehood?  It  would  merely  mean 
that  Hawaii  would  send  Japanese  to  Congress.” 

The  sjieaker  was  a taxi  driver  of  Hawaiian  blood.  Ills  viewpoint  is  typical 
of  that  of  a considerable  number  of  native  Hawallans.  About  the  only  race 
prejudice  in  evidence  in  these  islands  is  expressed  by  the  native  Hawallans 
against  Japanese.  You  have  to  hunt  for  even  this  evidence  but  It  can  he  found. 

Antagonism  of  some  Hawallans  against  Japanese  is  of  long  standing  but  is- 
landers say  It  U diminishing.  It  stem  moil  years  ago  from  fears  that  Japanese 
might  take  over  the  Islands  In  toto.  It  has  been  kept  alive  by  the  fact  that  the 
Japanese  In  Hawaii  have  a drive  am!  an  ambltiou  to  get  ahead  In  the  world 
which  the  easier-going  Hawallans  do  not  admire  and  against  which  they  would 
find  It  uncomfortable  to  coiu]>etc. 

In  spite  of  the  prejudices  occasionally  expressed.  Hawaii  is  the  world’s  most 
Important  and  successful  experiment  In  racial  integration  and  tolerance. 

Islanders  are  proud  of  their  unique  contribution  to  respect  for  nil  raws.  They 
believe  they  have  done  better  than  any  other  part  of  the  globe  in  living  up  to  the 
principle  that  the  dignity  of  man  should  know  no  racial  limitations. 

“We  are  not  perfect  but  we  have  advanced  further  toward  ideal,  friendly  race 
relations  than  any  other  place,  hi  any  country.”  O.  Vincent  Esposito,  one  of  the 
outstnndlng  young  men  of  Honolulu,  says.  Esposito,  of  Italian  ancestry,  was 
born  In  Connecticut,  where  his  father  was  a physician  and  also  an  attorney. 

The  son  is  a graduate  of  Harvard  Law  School,  a Democrat  and  speaker  of  the 
Territorial  House  of  Represent  a lives.  His  wife  Is  nn  oriental.  When  ho  walks 
through  the  downtown  section  he  is  greets!  every  few  feet  by  friends  of  various 
races  who  want  to  shake  his  hand  and  exchange  a quip. 
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[From  llic  IJonvor  Post,  Jan.  ’JO,  10oS] 

Foktt-mmu  State? — Isles  Kxiiiiut  of  Democracy 
(Ily  lAwerelt  A.  Chapin,  associate  editor,  the  Denver  l*osl ) 

lloNoiFi.r. — O.  Vineent  KsposUo,  one  of  the  outstanding  young  moil  In 
Honolulu*  says : 

“Hawaii  has  an  asset  of  great  value  to  the  rest  of  the  Tutted  States.  It  has 
a special  love  of  man.  It  Is  an  exciting  place  In  which  to  live.  I see  It  as  a center 
of  beautiful  amt  wonderful  things — a real  democracy  lu  the  llnest  sense  of  the 
term. 

"America  needs  every  friend  it  can  get— particularly  In  the  heavily  populated 
countries  of  Asia.  Hawaii  is  winning  many  friends  for  our  country.  This  Is  the 
place  many  Asians  get  their  llrst  glimpse  of  America.  With  statehood,  we  could 
win  many  more  because  our  relations  with  the  Orient  are  healthier  and  more  in- 
timate than  the  relations  of  the  mainland.  When  1 think  of  statehood,  I some- 
times ask  myself,  "Wouldn’t  Russia  like  to  have  a sliowplace  of  racial  tolerance 
and  friendliness  such  as  tills?’  ” 

A 1.1.  RACKS  PRESENT  OX  KqiAL  >\>OTINQ 

Later  when  1 was  invited  to  attend  a Lions  Club  meeting  in  Honolulu  I 
thought  1 could  begin  to  understand  what  Ksposito  meant.  Business  and  profes- 
sional men  of  half  a dozen  races  were  present — on  equal  footing,  with  not  the 
slightest  condescension  of  anyone  for  anyone  else. 

According  to  the  last  compilation  of  the  Hawaii  Board  of  Health,  the  civilian 
imputation  of  the  islands  Is  now  80  percent  Japanese,  24  percent  Caucasian,  22 
l>ercont  Hawaiian  and  Part-IIawaflnn  (the  number  of  pure  Hawalians  is  very 
small),  7 percent  Filipino,  7 itercent  Chinese,  2 percent  Puerto  Rican,  1 percent 
Korean.  The  other  1 iiercent  consists  of  jmrsons  of  a variety  of  races. 

At  one  time  (1020)  Japanese  made  up  nearly  48  percent  of  the  population. 
In  general  the  imrconl ages  of  Caucasians  and  Part- Hawalians  have  been  In- 
creasing while  the  percentages  of  Japanese  and  Chinese  have  boon  declining. 
Most  of  the  Influx  since  the  war,  resulting  from  a rapid  expansion  of  business 
and  industry  in  the  islands,  has  been  Caucasian. 

Many  servicemen  who  were  stationed  here  during  the  war  have  returned  to 
make  their  homes. 

Most  of  the  Japanese  in  Hawaii  are  U.S.  citizens,  of  course.  Most  of  them 
are  second  or  third  generation  Japanese  who  were  horn  in  the  islands  under 
the  American  ting. 

For  years  many  of  the  older  Japanese  and  Chinese  in  the  Hawaiian  Islands 
were  not  eligible  to  apply  for  cittzeushlp  under  oriental  exclusion  acts.  Now 
that  Is  changed  and  many  of  them  are  taking  out  naturalization  papers.  The 
largest  group  in  the  Islands  which  Is  still  ineligible  for  citizenship  consists  of 
Filipino  workers  who  were  brought  In  since  the  war  to  work  on  plantations. 
Hawaii's  alien  population,  now’  estimated  at  15  percent.  Is  disappearing  rapidly. 
Nearly  100  percent  of  all  children  in  Hawaii  schools  are  native  born.  Hawaii 
has  a young  population.  Half  of  its  people  are  under  the  age  of  25. 

Sluee  World  War  II  and  the  Korean  war,  no  one  In  the  islands  w'ould  think  of 
questioning  the  loyalty  of  the  islanders  of  Japanese  blood.  Nisei  (second  gen- 
eration Japanese)  from  the  islands  made  up  the  entire  membership  of  the  100th 
U.S.  tnfautry  battalion  which  later  became  a part  of  the  all  Nisei  442nd  Regi- 
mental Combat  Team. 

In  Italy  and  Frauee  the  100th  and  the  442nd  became  known  as  the  famous 
Purple  Heart  Regiment.  They  were  awarded  more  medals  and  decorations  for 
their  size  and  length  of  service  than  any  other  tnfautry  unit  in  U.S.  history. 

nro  coxTRinuTiox  to  island  life 

According  to  Dr.  Douglas  S.  Ynmamura,  sociologist  of  the  University  of 
Hawaii,  nearly  one-third  of  all  recent  marriages  In  the  Islands  have  been  be- 
tween persons  of  different  racial  groups.  He  believes  that  within  40  or  50 
years  Part-llawalians  will  make  up  the  bulk  of  the  population. 

Part-IIawaiinns  are  prominent  in  the  business,  professional,  and  social  life 
of  the  Islands.  Many  of  them  are  descendantsof  Yankee  missionaries,  planters, 
and  traders  who  arrived  when  Hawaii  was  an  independent  kingdom. 
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Tho  contribution  of  Huwntlnus  to  tlio  cultural  life  of  the  Islauds  and  the  gen- 
eral attitude  of  the  i>eo|ile  toward  life  Is  striking  and  enduring,  imrtleulnrly 
when  It  Is  contrasted  with  the  slight  imprint  left  by  the  North  American  Indian 
tribes  on  the  U.8.  mainland. 

The  Ilnwaitans  are  a gentle  people,  generous,  possessed  of  n keen  sense  of 
humor,  artistic,  with  natural  ability  for  public  speaking  and  politics.  Them* 
are  enduring  qualities  which  successive  waves  of  haole  or  foreign  Immigration 
could  not  obliterate.  The  absence  In  Hawaii  of  garish  advertising  signs  and 
horn-honking  motorists  reflects  native  attitudes. 

Among  the  islanders,  only  a minority  of  the  llawallans  and  Part-HawaHnna 
would  be  concerned  If  Hawaii  upon  admission  to  statehood  would  send  i>ersons 
of  Jajutnese  blood  to  Congress,  Most  islanders  do  not  think  of  ]>crsons  ns  being 
Japaneses  or  Chinese  of  Caucasians. 

When  I asked  one  businessman  If  another  man  about  whom  we  had  been 
talking  was  Japanese  he  replied,  “Well,  I guess  lie  Is.  Vos,  he  Is.  I Just  don't 
think  of  people  according  to  racial  classifications." 

Actually,  If  It  Is  any  consolation  to  race-conscious  ma Inlanders,  there  are  few 
if  any  Jnitauesc  politicians  In  the  Islands  at  this  time  who  are  prominent 
enough  to  run  for  top  ollUes  such  as  Governor,  IMS.  Senator  or  C.S.  Represent- 
ative. 

Tho  persons  of  top  itollttcnl  stature  lu  the  Islands  are  mostly  Caucasians  or 
PArt-lIuwaUans.  These  luclude  ou  the  Republican  side  Gov.  William  F.  Quinn, 
former  Gov.  Samuel  Wilder  King,  Mrs.  Elizabeth  Farrington,  llcnjamlii  F. 
Dillingham  II,  and  so  forth;  on  tho  Democratic  side,  John  Rums,  the  present 
lionvoting  delegate  of  the  Territory  to  Congress;  former  Gov.  Oren  K.  Long; 
Ks|>oslto,  speaker  of  tho  Territorial  House  of  Representative's,  and  so  forth. 

The  racial  Issue,  like  the  Communist  Issue,  Is  a device  used  by  special  In- 
terest groups  to  forestall  statehood  for  Hawaii.  There  are  reasons  for  statehood 
which  appeals  to  prejudice  and  Communist  fears  cauuot  answer.  It  Is  time  to 
look  at  them. 


(From  tlio  IVnver  Post,  Jnn.  2t,  1058 1 
FOIITV-N INTll  STATK? — SKOOND-CI.A8R  ClTlZKNS  PAY  Al  l.  TAXM 
(Ry  Is'vcrett  A.  Chapin,  associate  editor,  the  Denver  Post) 

(Kmtoh's  No m -This  Is  the  10th  In  a sorb's  of  articles  dealing  with  the 
Hawaiian  statehood  question.) 

Honoi.ci.it,  T.It, — The  second-class  citizenship  of  the  more  than  half  a million 
Americans  who  live  In  the  Hawaiian  Islands  lias  disadvantages  of  which  the 
tlrst-class  citizens  of  the  mainland  art'  almost  totally  unaware. 

Mainlanders  know,  of  course,  that  Islanders  pay  Federal  taxes  without  having 
the  right  to  vote  for  President,  Senators,  Congressmen,  or  even  their  own 
Governor. 

Rut  stateside  citizens  may  be  surprised  to  learn  that  although  Hawaii  is  pay- 
ing the  increased  C.S.  gasoline  and  excise  taxes  which  are  financing  the  new 
Interstate  road  building  program,  Hawaii  Is  not  getting  a dime  of  this  additional 
highway  "pot." 

Over  a period  of  about  1ft  years,  Hawaii  will  pay  $30  million  In  new  taxes  to 
help  pay  for  building  roads  in  Colorado  and  tho  47  other  States,  This  Is  a sub- 
sidy to  the  rest  of  the  country  which  the  people  of  Hawaii  can  ill  afford,  consider- 
ing the  many  public  projects  they  need  to  keep  up  with  a growing  population  and 
an  expanding  economy. 

For  years  certain  Congressmen  have  liecn  saying  ITawnll  Is  treated  just  ns 
well  by  the  Federal  Government  as  the  States  are  treated  and,  therefore,  Hawaii 
does  not  need  Senators  and  Representatives.  A nonvoting  Delegate  to  Congress 
Is  all  the  Islands  need,  according  to  these  Congressmen. 

The  people  of  Hawaii  know  this  Just  Is  not  so.  Because  It  does  not  have 
Members  In  Congress  who  are  armed  with  vote*  to  trade  with  Senators  and 
Representatives  from  other  States,  Hawaii  Is  discriminated  against  in  countless 
pieces  of  legislation. 

Today  Hawaii  Is  gettiug  less  money  for  wildlife  conservation,  fish  manage- 
ment, and  similar  purposes  than  It  would  got  if  It  were  a State  aud  received 
funds  on  the  same  basis  as  the  other  States. 
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It  took  years  for  Hawaii  to  get  equal  treatment  from  Congress  on  such  mat- 
ters as  aid  to  land-grant  colleges,  aid  to  vocational  education,  topographical  sur- 
veys, and  school-lunch  programs.  Hundreds  of  bills  relating  to  “the  several 
818108“  arc  Introduced  In  each  Congress.  The  principal  Job  of  the  nonvoting 
Delegate  from  Hawaii  Is  lo  try  to  persuade  the  authors  of  these  bills  to  add 
the  words  “and  the  Territories1*  to  the  texts. 


(From  the  Denver  Pott,  Jan.  21,  IOCS) 

Forty-ninth  State?— Hawaii  Pays  Tax,  Gets  No  Roads 
(By  Leveret  t A.  Chapin,  associate  editor,  the  Denver  Poet) 

Honolulu. — Decently  a subcommittee  of  the  House  Public  Works  Committee 
visited  Hawaii  to  Investigate  various  pressing  needs,  such  as  Improvements  for 
the  important  Honolulu  Harbor. 

Several  of  the  Congressmen  were  surprised  to  learn  Hawaii  was  left  out  of 
the  new  inuUt-mllllon-dollnr  road  program  and  promised  to  try  to  do  something 
about  It.  The  head  of  the  visiting  group.  Representative  John  C.  Klucaynskl, 
Democrat  of  Chicago,  was  one  who  went  away  with  a new  concept  of  why 
Hawaii  needs  statehood. 

Klurzynskl  Is  convinced,  he  told  me,  that  lack  of  statehood  Is  keeping  Hawaii 
from  receh  Ing  a fair  share  of  rivers  and  harbors  works  which  are  vitally  needed. 

Strangely  enough,  most  Hawaiian  residents  do  not  complalu  about  paying 
Federal  taxes.  Their  complaint  Is  against  being  treated  as  llrst-class  taxpayers 
and  second-class  bon  dietaries  of  Federal  projects  and  programs. 

judge  backs  common  wealth  status 

Justice  Ingram  M.  Stalnback  of  the  Hawaii  Supreme  Court  has  been  trying, 
without  much  success,  to  persuado  islanders  that  they  should  ask  for  a com- 
monwealth stains,  such  as  Puerto  Rico  has,  rather  than  statehood. 

Puerto  ltlco,  under  Its  commonwealth  status.  Is  exempt  from  Federal  taxes 
and  Is  booming,  buslnesswise,  as  a result,  according  to  Justice  Stalnback. 

“Exemption  from  Federal  taxes  would  be  worth  billions  to  Hawaii  In  new 
business.  Exemption  from  Federal  taxes  would  turn  Alaska  into  a new  Swe- 
den/' Justice  Stalnback  says. 

He  paints  an  alluring  picture,  so  alluring  that  the  llsteuer  gets  the  Impression 
any  of  the  48  States  would  gladly  accept  commonwealth  status  If  It  could  get 
prefer  red  tax  treatment  In  that  way. 

LACK  Op  STATEHOOD  HAMPERS  ACTION 

lint  Justice  Stalnback  has  few  followers  for  Ids  plan  In  the  Islands.  The 
people  hero  want  statehood — not  tax  exemption,  commonwealth  status  or  any 
other  corn!  it  Ion. 

A proposal  in  the  Inst  Territorial  Legislation  to  ask  for  commonwealth  status 
failed  to  get  out  of  committee  and  another  proposal  to  ask  for  tax  exemption  was 
defeated  in  the  house  28  to  2. 

Outsiders  seldom  realize  how  lack  of  statehood  hampers  the  Territory  in  its 
efforts  to  grapple  with  problems  which  pop  up  constantly  in  a dyuandc,  pro- 
gressive community. 

Authority  of  the  Territorial  Legislature  is  limited  by  the  act  of  Congress 
which  set  up  the  Territorial  government  in  11)00.  Gov.  William  F.  Quinn  of 
Hawaii  recently  went  to  Washington  to  discuss  with  congressional  and  other 
ollldnls  04  hills  jmsxed  by  the  legislature.  The  purpose  of  the  discussions  was  to 
determine  if  any  of  tho  bills  would  require  changes  in  the  Organic  Act  of  1000. 

IIKAC1K  PLAN  BALKED  UY  ORGAN IO  ACT 

Under  the  organic  act,  Hawaii  may  not  lease  any  of  its  Territorial  lands  for 
a longer  period  than  21  years  at  a time.  The  Territory  has  a plan  on  foot  to  add 
to  the  land  available  along  Waikiki  Reach  for  resort  hotels  by  creating  two  small 
islands  through  dredging  and  Ull Ing  operations. 

If  built  the  Islands  undoubtedly  would  prove  highly  profitable  for  the  Territory, 
but  who  would  build  a resort  hotel  on  land  which  could  be  leased  for  no  longer 
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than  lit  years?  Territorial  officials  Im»jh»  to  boat  this  problem  by  gelling  Congress 
to  iM'rmtt  rtfi-year  lenses  of  Territorial  land,  ami  Senator  John  F.  Carroll,  Dcurh 
oral  of  Colorado,  has  promised  to  discuss  this  change  in  the  Hawaii  Organic  Act 
with  members  of  the  Senate  Insular  Affairs  C ommittee. 

Meanwhile,  the  Islaml  plan  must  await  the  pleasure  of  an  absentee  Clovermuent 
In  Washington.  With  statehood,  Hawaii  eouhl  net  quickly  without  walling  for 
approval. 

I*aek  of  statehood  iiltccts  every  seetlon  of  the  business  eoinmunit.v  In  ways 
whleh  only  islaml  residents  know.  Hawaii  Ims  faeilllies  for  refurbishing  na\al 
vessels  wliielt  are  seldom  used  because  voting  Congressmen  from  eoaslal  States 
have  enough  lnllueuee  to  get  sueli  business  for  their  own  elites. 

Imrrlu  l*.  Thurston,  chairman  «*f  the  Hawaii  Statehood  Commission,  is  a news- 
paperman. He  knows  that  many  large  companies  allocate  advertising  nnuuig  the 
States  on  formulas  *vised  on  population  and  purchasing  lmwer  hut  allocate  only 
token  mounts  of  advertising  to  Hawaii  as  they  do  to  foreign  countries. 

HOVER N MEN  T SKTCC  IUSIXM' UAUKS  INVESTORS 

'T  have  tried  to  raise  capital  In  New  York  for  Hawaiian  eomivaules  and  1 know 
tho  fact  we  lire  subject  to  an  absentee  Ooverninonl  discourages  Investments  here,’* 
soys  O.  Vincent  Ksj>osllo,  attorney  and  sjioukor  of  the  Territorial  house  of  repre- 
sentatives. 

Islanders  cringe  when  they  hump  into  the  time-worn  arguments  against  state- 
hood but  they  have  ready  answers.  One  Is  the  argument  that  Hawaii  Is  not  con- 
tiguous to  the  rest  of  the  country  or  as  OS.  Senator  (Seorge  W.  Malone,  HepuhUean 
of  Nevada,  once  put  it,  •‘Anyone  can  hitchhike  from  Maine  to  California  but  you 
can’t  bltcbhlkc  from  California  to  Hawaii." 

To  tbnt  Islanders  reply  that  California  was  not  contiguous  to  any  other  State 
when  It  was  admitted  In  ISAOnnd  that  a little  more  than  a year  from  now  Hawaii 
will  be  only  C/j  hours  from  California  by  Jet  ivissenger  plane. 

1HI.ANURKH  HAVE  ANSWERS  TO  AUOPMKNTH 

To  the  argument  that  many  Hawallaus  are  not  Caucasians,  islanders  reply 
that  New  Mexico  was  predominantly  Spanish  s|tcnklng  only  a few  years  ago  and 
that  Indians  made  up  a considerable  jairt  of  the  imputation  of  Florida  when  it 
became  a State. 

The  argument  that  statehood  for  Hawaii  would  dilute  the  already  weak  repre- 
sentation that  iH)pnlous  States  have  in  the  H.S.  Senate  Is  not  an  nrgumetd  against 
statehood  hut  an  argument  for  a change  In  the  American  system  of  government, 
islanders  hold.  Hawaii  can’t  see  why  it  should  ho  i>cnn1i/.cd  because  of  the  system 
of  representation  established  by  the  Founding  Fathers  of  the  HcpuhHe. 


(From  the  Heaver  Post,  J«n.  22.  105S] 

Forty-ninth  State?  Why  Hawaii  Asks  Stateiioou 

(Kihtor’s  Norn. — Why  do  llawaiians  want  statehood?  This  article.  Iasi  In 
a Serb's,  tolls  why.) 

(lly  Is'verett  A.  Chapin,  associate  xmIII or.  the  Heaver  Post) 

Honoi.uut,  T.ll.—llcrhert  Slilmada  Isa  union  (AFt  CIO)  plasterer  who  lives 
In  a modest  neighborhood  out  beyond  Diamond  Head.  He  and  bis  wife  and 
three  sons  are  lluddlilsts.  Otherwise  they  are  as  typical  an  American  family  as 
you  could  Hud  tu  Flatbush  or  Denver. 

Two  of  tho  sons  are  now  attending  college  tu  (Ireoley,  Colo,  lioth  were 
Kaglo  Scouts.  A eatduet  III  the  Stitmmla  home  ts  a trophy  ease'  for  the  medals, 
cups,  and  letters  the  hoys  won  In  high  school.  The  youngest  son  ts  a high 
school  senior  tills  year. 

Tho  Shlmada  homo  Is  s|»otless.  Orchids  grow  tu  the  front  yard.  If  you 
drop  tn  to  call  Mrs.  Shlmada  will  insist  that  you  have  a plm*  of  coconut  pic 
or  some  other  delicacy. 

When  asked  how  ho  feels  about  statehood,  Shlmada  was  thoughtful  for  n 
moment 
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"Here's  tlt<*  wny  I look  at  It/’  ho  unsworn!.  “I  have  boon  tut  American  all 
my  lifo.  I was  horn  hero.  It  Is  my  country.  I know  no  other.  1 Imvo  no 
fooling  for  any  other  oountry.  I work  am!  pay  taxes  to  the  H.S.  tiovcrumciit. 
I want  to  do  my  part  to  support  the  tSovermueiit.  Hitt  in  all  my  life  I have 
never  Ihhmi  |termlttcd  to  • ote  for  a President  of  the  Halted  Slates.  Is  that 
because  I am  not  really  an  American  after  all?  That  Is  why  l am  In  favor  of 
statehood." 

In  alt  walks  of  life  there  are  Islanders  who  feel  the  same  way. 

Jiorrln  l*.  Thurston,  ehatrumii  of  the  Hawaii  Statehood  Horn  mission  and  a 
man  with  a wide  variety  of  business  Imprest*,  told  me  tin*  hardest  Job  lie 
had  as  n father  was  to  try  to  explain  to  Ids  son.  now  a war  veteran  with  an 
excellent  record  for  service,  w hy  Island  Americans  are  not  thoeijuals,  politically, 
of  mainland  Americans. 

Hollars  and  cents  reasons  of  statehood  for  Hawaii  are  numerous.  Most 
Honolulu  businessmen  believe  it  would  stimulate  growth  ami  commerce.  Ucu- 
sons  of  prluci|de  are  the  main  consideration,  however,  Thurston  lielleves. 

Islanders  laugh  over  many  stories  of  the  ignorance  about  the  Islanders  that 
visitors  from  the  mainland  freuuenily  show.  The  chamber  of  commerce  Is  ac- 
customed to  retvlviug  letters  asking  what  language  is  si»okcn  here,  what  cur- 
rency ts  iisimI  ami  whether  visitors  are  required  to  have  visas. 


Forty-ninth  Statk?  -Htatkiiooii  Far  Two-Way  lloo.v 
illy  IrfCverettA.  Ulmplii,  associate  editor,  the  Denver  Post) 

I loNot.ri.p.  xm  sti  humorous  to  llawaiimis  are  some  «>f  the  misconceptions 
that  visitors  from  the  Orient  have  of  the  Islands,  according  to  Ur.  Dal  Ho  Oliutt. 

Hr.  ('bun,  a University  of  Hawaii  faculty  member,  Is  on  loan  to  the  U.S.  De- 
partment of  State  to  direct  the  reception  center  which  the  HeimrUnent  and  the 
International  room*rathui  Administration  ojiernte  in  Honolulu. 

"Thrm  thousand  visitors  from  L*i>  eountries  mostly  Asian  countries  have 
passed  through  the  center  in  tt1*  years,"  Hr.  riiuti  says.  They  Include  editor*, 
ihvlors,  engineers,  government  workers,  local  leaders. 

Some  come  to  study  specific  problems  and  American  methods  under  IOA 
grant.  Some  take  courses  at  the  t'nlversliy  of  Hawaii.  AH  are  iiitliienf ial 
|KH»plo  in  their  own  communities.  Most  of  them  get  their  first  impression  of 
America  from  what  they  see  Ju  Hawaii. 

The  tack  of  racial  discrimination  Impresses  them, 

ASIANS  SUKPKISKO  ||Y  TWO  FACTORS 

"Hut  two  things  surprise  most  of  them,"  Hr.  Cliun  says.  "Hue  is  that  Hawaii, 
a modern,  progressive,  prosja'ious  ami  democrat  to  place,  is  uot  a Slate  of  the 
Hulled  States. 

"The  oilier  Is  that  the  |>eople  of  Hawaii  do  not  want  independence." 

Most  Islanders  are  Keenly  aware  that  the  altitude  many  orientals  are  going 
to  have  loxvurd  the  United  States  ts  going  to  he  Inttucmvd  by  what  happens  to 
Hawaii's  statehood  aspirations.  Here  Is  the  part  of  the  Hutted  Slates  which 
lies  closest  to  the  threshold  of  the  Far  Hast,  Here  is  the  i>art  of  the  United 
States  w hich  understands  Asia.  Its  people,  its  problems. 

Yet  this  |»arl  of  the  Hulled  Stales  which  Is  liest  able  to  influence  Aslan  thought 
idmut  the  Hulled  Stales  is  Itself  a "colony,"  a Territory,  w Khout  a voice  til  deter- 
mining . Tlean  foreign  policy,  w ithout  a vote  In  Washington, 

Statehood  for  Hawaii  would  have  a heavy  Imimct  on  the  heavily  populated 
mun tries  of  the  Far  Fast  which  are  just  emerging  from  colonialism  themselves. 

This  Is  a reason  for  stnichood  which  may  seem  theoretical  to  umitihitiilers. 
Hut  here  in  the  Pacific  where  Aslan  visitors  are  arriving  nearly  every  day.  yon 
get  the  "feel"  of  It  and  It  seems  very  real. 

srATFiioon  siiot  i.n  hkncfit  vxm:n  statfs  most 

Since  anlviug  here,  another  reason  for  statehood  has  itccurrcd  to  me.  It 
may  lie  the  most  hni>oiTmit  of  all. 

It  Is  entirely  |M»sslhlc  that  statehood  for  Hawaii  w ould  do  more  for  the  Halted 
Slates  the  nmhihmd  than  It  would  do  for  Hawaii  Itself,  Of  course,  statehood 
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would  fasu  n the  eyes  of  the  Nation  on  Hawaii  more  than  ever  lieforc.  Magazines 
ami  newspapers  would  be  full  of  articles  about  the  now  State. 

Tho  President  and  many  Governors  would  be  here  for  the  statehood  celebra- 
tion. Hawaii  Industry  and  the  Hawaiian  tourist  business  would  receive  a new 
push.  American  prestige  as  n truly  democratic  country — which  is  conquering 
racial  prejudice — would  soar. 

But  there  is  another  consideration.  The  United  Slates  has  not  added  n now 
State  for  45  years.  Perhaps  we  have  begun  to  think  of  our  country  as  mature— 
as  n land  without  further  frontiers  to  develop  and  populate. 

The  feeling  of  maturity  Is  had  for  a country,  ns  It  Is  for  an  Individual.  Russia 
does  not  feel  mature.  It  Is  developing.  Its  policies  are  aggressive  and  sinister 
In  that  they  are  aimed  at  beating  down  individual  liberties. 

In  our  maturity  we  counter  Russian  moves— first  Asia,  then  In  the  Middle  Kast. 
Perhaps  we  are  satisfied  with  our  country  as  It  Is.  Perhaps  wo  are  Interested 
primarily  In  preserving  the  status  quo.  Certainly  wo  have  been  on  the  defensive. 
We  have  not  shown  much  vision  In  developing  new  policies. 

URGED  AS  BOOST  FOB  U.8.  MORALE 

The  granting  of  statehood  to  Hawaii  would  give  a boost  to  American  mo- 
rale at  a time  when  sputnik  has  hurt  our  pride  If  not  our  chances  for  survival. 
It  Is  something  positive  we  could  do  to  demonstrate  American  ideas  of  fair  play. 
It  would  convince  the  country  that  we  hnvo  not  reached  the  end  of  the  roail. 
There  are  new  frontiers.  We  are  still  a great,  dynamic  country  with  youth  In 
onr  veins,  opportunities  ahead,  and  great  jobs  to  accomplish  to  j>erfect  and  en- 
rich our  democratic  way  of  life. 

This  Is  an  oplulon  appended  to  an  otherwise  largely  factual  account. 

From  this  point  of  view,  Hawaiian  statehood  Is  Important  not  only  for  Ha- 
waii Itself,  hut  for  all  of  us  who  live  In  Colorndo  and  the  other  47  Stotes. 

As  I prepared  to  leave  Hawaii,  Riley  Allen,  the  editor  of  the  nonolulu  Star- 
Rultettn,  offered  a final  thought : 

"If  Hawaii  is  not  ready  for  statehood  now,  after  writing  an  outstanding  war 
record  in  the  blood  of  its  young  men,  after  proving  Its  ability  to  combat  com- 
munism, after  demonstrating  its  industrial  potentials — if  It  Is  not  ready  for 
statehood  now,  It  never  will  be." 


[From  the  Denrer  Tout,  Jim.  23,  10381 
The  Cask  for  Hawaiian  Statehood 

The  Denver  Post  has  Just  concluded  the  publication  of  a scries  of  articles  on 
Hawaii,  Its  need  for  statehood,  and  the  combination  of  political  and  other  factors 
which  have  kept  this  booming  Territory  outside  the  Union  of  States  for  more 
than  half  n century. 

The  purpose  has  been  to  provide  a better  understanding  of  this  strategically 
Important  crossroads  of  the  Pacific,  to  document  the  grave  in  hast  Ice  of  keeping 
tbe  510,000  Americans  of  the  Islands  In  colonial  status  and  to  show  that  this 
country  as  a whole — not  Hawaii  a!nne — would  tieneflt  from  a grant  of  statehood. 

The  Territorial  government  structure  established  by  Congress  in  1000  served 
well  enough  as  long  as  Hawaii  had  nothing  more  than  a semi  feudal,  plantation 
economy.  Rut  It  falls  to  meet  the  needs  of  the  modern  Hawaii — tho  Hawaii  of 
rapidly  developing,  diversified  small  Industry. 

Hawaii  elects  a Territorial  legislature  and  one  delegate  to  Congress  hut  the 
delegate  has  no  vote  In  Congress  and  hence  Is  deprived  of  effective  influence. 
Hawatlnns  are  not  |>ermitted  to  vote  for  President  of  the  United  States.  The 
Governor  of  the  Territory  and  the  justices  of  the  Territorial  Supreme  Court  are 
appointed  by  the  President  of  the  United  States  with  the  consent  of  the  U.S. 
Senate. 

Under  these  circumstances  the  Islands  find  themselves  under  serious  disabili- 
ties. The  Islanders  pay  all  the  Federal  taxes  other  American  citizens  pay  but 
they  are  shortchanged  when  It  comes  to  sharing  In  Federal  projects  and 
programs. 

The  most  shocking  Illustration  of  this  Inequity  Is  the  fact  that  residents  of 
Hawaii  pay  the  higher  gasoline  and  excise  taxes  which  were  voted  by  Congress 
to  build  the  Interstate  System  of  superhighways,  yet  none  of  this  new  highway 
money  is  allocated  to  Hawaii. 
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lluwall,  because  of  Territorial  status  does  not  share  equally  with  the  States 
in  necessary  Federal  public  works.  Territorial  status  humors  the  local  legls* 
hit  m e In  lls  efforts  to  ileal  with  pressing  issues  because  it  Is  somcl  lines  neee.xsnry 
to  obtain  the  concurrence  <»f  Unngrcs  lief  ore  legislative  nets  enn  go  into  effect. 

Hecause  Hawaii  is  subject  to  the  whims  of  absentia*  government,  Hawaiian 
enterprlsea  sometimes  And  it  difficult  to  attract  outside  capital.  It  sometimes 
loses  out  on  its  share  of  Hovermuent  contracts. 

Territorial  status  dilutes  the  benefits  of  American  citizenship  for  residents  of 
the  islands  and  tt  hurts  them  on  n dollars  and  cents  basis,  also. 

Hut,  In  the  final  analysis,  slatehotsi  for  Hawuii  should  be  considered  on  the 
basis  of  whether  It  would  Ik*  good  or  bad  for  the  United  States-  -not  only  on  the 
basis  of  whether  It  would  he  good  or  bad  for  the  islands  themselves. 

The  nmlnlnuders  who  enjoy  statehood  should  realize  there  Is  a jKitentlat 
danger  to  America's  i>ositlon  of  world  leadership  in  the  fad  that  Hawaii  is  being 
kept  as  a colony. 

Colonialism  Is  collapsing  all  around  tbc  world  mid  the  United  States  has 
aided  in  itH  fall.  Hut  we  are  oj>eii  to  accusations  that  we  practice  colonialism 
ourselves  ns  long  ns  we  withhold  statehood  from  Hawaii.  The  |>coplc  of  Hawaii 
have  been  patient  but  if  that  patience  should  wear  thin  and  the  Islands  should 
make  an  apitca)  to  the  United  Nations  to  Investigate  their  right  to  enjoy  a 
better  status,  the  effect  on  world  opinion  might  prove  disastrous. 

Kvcn  now  some  islanders  are  contemplating  » possible  apj>cnl  to  the  U.N. 

As  a State,  Hawaii  would  be  an  invaluable  asset  to  the  United  States.  The 
Far  Hast  Is  destined  to  play  an  Increasingly  important  part  In  world  affairs 
and  Hawaii  has  a better  understanding  of  the  Far  Fast  than  any  of  the  existing 
States. 

Congress  and  Washington  In  general  should  have  the  benefit  of  Hawaiian  ad- 
vice and  knowledge  In  the  shaping  of  Far  Knxfcrn  |>ol!ry,  yet  without  statehood, 
no  IT.S.  citizen  of  the  Iln wAltan  Islands  Is  eni]>owered  to  speak  with  n voice 
which  carries  an  authority  or  commands  any  attention. 

Some  opponents  of  statehood  argue,  Hawaii  might  send  Americans  of  Japa- 
nese ancestry  to  Congress.  We  believe  It  would  be  a fine  thing  If  Hawaii  did, 
although  It  might  not  happen  for  some  time. 

Congress  has  members  of  Polish,  Italian,  African  and  other  national  origins. 
The  election  in  California  of  n Congressman  who  was  born  In  India  has  prob- 
ably done  more  to  enhance  American  prestige  In  southern  Asia  than  all  the  for- 
eign nld  we  have  extended  that  area.  A Japanese  In  Congress  from  Hawaii? 
Why  not? 

Statehood  for  nnwafi  might  be  good  for  American  mental  attitudes,  we  be- 
lieve. It  would  remind  us  we  are  a young  country,  still  growing,  still  putting 
our  Ideas  of  freedom,  equality  of  opportunity  and  representative  government 
to  practical  tests  In  constantly  expanding  areas. 

The  case  for  statehood  Is  so  strong  that  It  is  difficult  to  believe  Hawaiian 
colonialism  will  be  permitted  to  endure  much  longer. 

Senator  Carroll.  Mr.  Chairman,  I have  only  this  to  snv.  With  the 
fine  statement  of  the  distinguished  Senator  fmm  California,  and 
the  comments  of  the  Secretary  of  Interior  and  T believe  the  comments 
that  I have  read  in  the  record  by  the  Democratic  maiority  leadership, 
this  is  no  longer  a political  question,  and  ns  so  ably  described  by 
the  Senator  from  Idaho,  Senator  Church.  This  is  more  than  just 
granting  something  to  the  Hawaiian  Islands.  This  is  something  that 
we  need.  One  of  the  great  authors,  Mr.  Michcner,  said : 

If  we  continue  to  deny  the  people  of  Hawaii  statehood,  they  themselves  will 
turn  against  us  and  they  will  ask  for  an  Independent  status. 

This  is  what  has  been  happening  all  over  the  world.  Most  of  the 
folks  who  come  into  the  Hawaiian  Islands  from  other  countries,  and 
some  of  the  so-called  colonial  areas,  do  not  understand  the  iv*tience 
or  the  tolerance  of  these  people  of  the  Hawaiian  Islands.  The  »Tason 
for  it  is  that  they  are  a patient  people.  They  are  American  citizens. 
The  time  has  come,  in  my  opinion,  to  grant  them  statehood. 

Senator  Jackson.  Thank  you,  Senator  Carroll. 

Senator  Gruening. 
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STATEMENT  OF  HON.  ERNEST  GRUENING,  U.S.  SENATOR  FROM 
THE  STATE  OF  ALASKA 

Senator  Grubning.  Mr.  Chairman,  T understood  that  in  preparing 
for  this  hearing  you  indicated  that  you  would  not  like  to  hear  any- 
thing but  new  testimony.  I think  that  was  a very  wise  suggestion  be- 
cause everything  that  needs  to  be  said  and  that  can  be  said  in  favor 
of  Hawaiian  statehood  has  been  said  again  and  again,  and  said  with 
great  eloquence  and  groat  conviction  and  great  truth.  As  was  evi- 
denced this  morning  by  the  statement  of  Secretary  Seaton  and  by  my 
distinguished  colleagues  here  on  the  dais  by  your  own  statements*,  Mr. 
Chairman,  by  Senator  Ivuchel  who  was  so  helpful  to  us  in  our  light 
for  Alaskan  statehood,  and  Senator  Church,  wliose  eloquence  greatly 
speeded  the  admission  of  Alaska,  and  by  the  remarks  of  Senator  Car- 
roll it  has  all  been  said.  Needless  to  say,  I completely  share  their 
views. 

I feel  and  have  long  felt  ever  since  I came  into  the  service  of  the 
Government  25  years  ago  that  Hawaiian  statehood  was  overdue  and 
that  it  was  more  important  for  the  United  States  to  grant  Hawaii 
statehood  than  for  Hawaii  to  receive  it.  While  the  people  of  Hawaii 
will  be  the  beneficiaries  of  becoming  first-class  citizens,  their  gains  will 
be  largely  abstract  and  spiritual.  Their  gain  will  not  be  very  much 
like  that  of  Alaska,  which  stood  to  achieve  many  material  gains  in  the 
liquidating,  or  the  prospect  of  liquidating  many  specific  economic  dis- 
criminations which  the  people  of  Alaska  suffered  under  their  Terri- 
torial colonial  status. 

That  is  not  the  case  with  the  people  of  Hawaii.  The  gain  of  the 
people  6i  Hawaii  will  be  the  spiritual  gain  of  becoming  first-class 
American  citizens  and  achieving  that  equality  which  is  inherent  in  our 
faith  and  in  our  time- honored  professions  that  we  shall  have  no  col- 
onies, and  that  in  the  words  of  the  Founding  Fathers,  all  men  were 
born  free  and  equal.  But  it  is  our  country  as  a whole  that  stands  so 
much  to  gain  by  the  admission  of  Hawaii."  For  Hawaii  presents,  not 
merely  to  the  rest  of  the  world,  but  to  the  sister  States  the  finest  ex- 
ample of  ethnic  democracy  under  the  flag.  In  our  constant  striving 
to  live  up  to  our  professions  of  democracy,  to  live  up  to  the  pronounce- 
ments so  clearly  enshrined  in  the  declaration  of  the  fathers  of  this 
country,  and  which  are  deep  seated  in  our  convictions,  we  can  find  no 
finer  example  of  materializing  those  ideals  than  we  find  in  Hawaii. 

Therefore,  I think  Hawaiian  statehood  will  greatly  strengthen  the 
Union.  It  will  strengthen  our  faith  in  ourselves.  It  will  reaffirm  our 
ancient  convictions  to  admit  Hawaii  as  the  50th  State. 

I would  like  to  take  this  occasion  to  pay  a particular  tribute  to 
Hawaii's  Delegate  Jack  Burns,  whose  statesmanlike  attitude  and 
performance  in  the  85th  Congress  cannot  be  praised  too  highly.  At 
what  were  clearly  grave  political  risks,  out  with  full  understanding 
of  the  complexities  and  intricacies  of  the  situation,  he  refused  all 
blandishments  and  wisely  declined  to  advance  the  the  cause  of  Hawaii 
simultaneously  with  that  of  Alaska.  While  that  could  have  been 
easy  to  do  l>ecause  the  case  of  Hawaii  was  much  older,  because  Hawaii 
was  qualified  for  statehood  long  before  Alaska  was,  he  nevertheless 
realized  that  on  the  basis  of  past  experience — on  the  basis  of  what 
happened  a few  years  ago — when  Alaska  was  advanced  by  those  who 
did  not  want  to  see  either  Alaska  or  JIawaii  become  States,  with 
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flic  object  of  defeating  both,  the  action  and  attitude  of  Delegate  Bums 
was  botli  statesmanlike  and  dearly  correct.  Tn  consequence,  I am  con- 
vinced that  this  Uongress  will  early  admit  Hawaii  as  the  50th  State. 
It  will  be,  I think,  the  greatest  achievement  of  this  Congi-ess,  and. 
coupled  with  admission  of  Alaska  in  the  85th,  perhaps  the  greatest 
achievement  of  Congress  in  this  entire  decade. 

I think  that  all  the  arguments  that  have  l>ecn  advanced  in  the  past 
against  the  admission  of  new  States  have  fallen  to  the  ground.  The 
last  one,  the  argument  of  noncontiguity,  lias  l>een  eliminated,  for 
when  Alaska  was  admitted,  wo  all  realized  that  in  this  rapidly  shrink- 
ing world  distance  and  physical  separation  no  longer  matter. 

In  addition  to  the  great  contribution  that  Hawaii  will  make  as 
our  outstanding  example  of  ethnic  democracy,  Hawaiian  statehood 
will  he  a great  gesture  to  the  uncommitted  peoples  of  the  world,  as  a 
proof  that  America  practices  wlmt  it  preaches.  Hawaii  also  has  other 
things  to  contribute.  It  contributes  that  cultural  diversity  which 
those  who  have  been  to  Hawaii  have  found  so  winning  and  so  beau- 
tiful. One  comes  to  Hawaii  and  is  greeted  by  music  and  flowers. 
Music  and  dowel’s  accompany  one  throughout  one’s  stay.  One  leaves 
amid  music  and  flowei*s.  The  aloha  spirit  of  kindliness  and  friendli- 
ness which  contains  so  much  of  the  Golden  Rule  is  something  the 
world  needs  more  of.  As  we  admit  Hawaii  to  statehood,  as  I am  con- 
fident we  will,  we  will  be  hailing  that  great  spirit  and  incorporating 
it  in  the  entire  Union. 

Senator  Jackson.  Thank  you,  Senator  Omening. 

Senator  Moss. 

Senator  Moss.  I have  no  comments. 

Senator  Jackson.  Senator  Bartlett  was  here  a few  minutes  ago 
and  was  called  away  to  another  committee  meeting,  and  desires  to 
make  a statement  a little  later.  Senator  Bennett  has  submitted  a 
statement,  which  I direct  appear  at  this  point. 

(The  statement  is  as  follows:) 

Statement  hv  Hon.  Wali.ack  P.  Bennett,  a U.S.  Senator  From  the  State 
of  Utah,  on  Hawaii  Statehood 

Mr.  Chairman,  Hawaii  Is  now  and  for  many  years  has  been  fully  qualified  for 
statehood.  Last  year,  Congress  admitted  Alaska  Into  the  Union,  an  area  much 
less  ready  for  statehood  than  In  Hawaii.  Congress  would  be  manifestly  unjust 
If  it  did  not  now  admit  Hawaii  to  the  Union ; failure  to  do  so  would  be  the  rankest 
discrimination. 

The  arguments  for  statehood  are  so  overwhelming  that  I need  not  dwell  upon 
them  at  length.  After  conducting  22  hearings  since  1035  ami  amassing  a record 
of  0,600  pages,  not  including  this  hearing,  the  Interior  Committees  of  Congress 
should  not  be  further  belabored.  I have  visited  Hawaii  twice  within  the  past 
decade  and  I can  |>ersonaJIy  tesilfy  ns  to  l he  complete  readiness  of  the  people  of 
Hawaii  for  statehood.  Their  economy  Is  sound,  much  more  so  than  that  of 
Alaska's.  Indeed,  Hawaii  will  be  the  richest  territory  ever  to  be  admit  ted  to 
the  Union.  The  $166  million  in  taxes  which  the  people  of  Hawaii  contributed  to 
the  Federal  Treasury  last  year  can  hardly  be  regarded  as  inconsequential,  par- 
ticularly since  it  exceeds  the  amount  paid  by  some  of  our  present  States. 

Hawaii  has  a population  of  613,000  people,  which  will  moke  it  larger  than  all 
but  one  State  at  the  time  it  entered  the  Union.  The  loyalty  of  the  Hawaiian 
people  has  been  so  frequently  demonstrated  that  there  remains  no  reasonable 
doubt  ns  to  their  patriotism  and  devotion  to  the  United  States.  At  a rime  when 
Japanese-Amerlcnns  were  subjected  by  our  Government  to  rather  shameful 
treatment  both  In  Hawaii  And  on  the  mainland,  they  remained  steadfast  and 
loyal.  The  record  or  these  people  in  our  armed  services  requires  commendation. 
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not  apology.  The  loyalties  of  the  Nisei  in  Hawaii  are  no  different  than  the 
Nisei  In  Utah,  and  they  are  among  our  finest  citizens. 

Some  people  have  raised  the  question  of  communism  in  Hawaii.  The  Korean 
war  gave  the  clearest  possible  refutation  to  this  argument.  The  record  of  the 
Hawalian-Amerlcans  in  the  Korean  war  was  excellent  as  glowingly  testified  to 
by  our  military  leaders.  Moreover,  Hawaii  was  a vital  link  in  our  supply  lines 
to  Korea  during  the  entire  war.  Not  only  the  military  but  also  the  Depart- 
ment of  Justice  supports  Hawaiian  statehood.  The  statehood  hill  will  actually 
increase  the  ability  of  the  Hawaiian  people  to  stamp  out  communism. 

There  is  * great  community  of  interest  between  my  own  State  and  the 
people  of  Hawaii.  Many  Utahans  now  live  In  Hawaii  and  many  more  travel 
to  the  Islands,  often  for  extended  visits.  Many  Utahans  assist  in  building 
schools  and  churches  in  Hawaii  through  their  financial  support  of  the  Mormon 
Church,  which  has  many  members  on  the  Islands. 

We  In  Utah,  even  though  we  were  fully  qualified  for  statehood,  had  to  wait  46 
years  before  our  admission.  We  are  therefore  naturally  sympathetic  to  the  plight 
of  Hawaii,  which  has  been  awaiting  admission  to  the  Union  for  56  years.  There 
should  be  no  further  delay ; the  time  has  arrived  for  creation  of  our  50th  State. 
I am  proud  to  be  a sponsor  of  S.  50,  which  would  admit  Hawaii,  and  I urge  the 
committee  to  speedily  report  It  favorably  to  the  Senate. 

Senator  Jackson.  Senator  Clair  Engle  also,  I understand,  has  a 
statement  that  he  would  like  to  make.  Tf  there  is  no  objection,  the 
statement  will  be  included  in  the  record  at  this  point. 

(The  statement  referred  to  follows :) 

Statement  op  Hon.  Flail  Engle,  a U.S.  Senator  From  the  State  of  California, 
on  Hawaii  Statehood 

I am  very  hopeful  that  this  will  be  my  last  appearauco  before  a congressional 
committee  In  behalf  of  Hawaii  statehood. 

It  is  not  my  intention  today  to  go  into  any  lengthy  documentation  of  the  case 
for  Hawaii  statehood.  The  record  is  formidable.  It  Is  replete  with  testimony 
that  demands  that  the  Sflth  Congress  act  without  fail  to  make  Hawaii  our  50th 
State.  For  a number  of  years  ns  a member  of  the  House  committee  dealing 
with  Territorial  matters  and  as  it  chairman  for  4 years,  I was  deeply  involved 
in  the  question  of  statehood.  I am  convinced  without  question  that  the  Territory 
of  Hawaii  has  long  l>een  ready  for  statehood  and  that  we  will  be  guilty  of  grave 
dereliction  if  we  delay  any  longer  to  bring  It  about. 

The  smokescreen  of  spurious  arguments  advanced  by  the  opponents  of  Hawaii 
statehood  has  been  thoroughly  pierced,  and  in  its  disintegration  It  has  been 
shown  up  for  what  it  is — a device  to  hide  the  personal  motives  of  the  opponents 
of  statehood. 

The  favorite  line  of  the  opposition  has  been  to  impugn  the  loyalty  of  Hawaii's 
citizenry,  but  the  evidence  shattering  their  accusations  continues  to  grow  in 
strength' and  volume.  In  June  of  1953  Senator  Hugh  Butler,  onetime  foe  of 
statehood  because  of  possible  Communist  influence,  ^ade  this  statement  at  a 
Senate  hearing : 

“I  believe  the  residents  of  Hawaii  during  the  past  4 years  • * • have  demon- 
strated by  positive  action  their  awareness  of  the  Communist  danger  and  their 
determination  to  face  it  frankly  and  never  let  it  strengthen  its  foothold.  During 
those  years  they  have  fought  it  boldly,  have  rstricted  its  Influence,  and  to  some 
decree  have  driven  it  underground.  I believe  they  have  shown  that  they  are  as 
well  able  as  the  Federal  Government  to  cope  with  this  measure*” 

James  Michener,  in  his  article  in  the  December  1958  Reader’s  Digest  came 
to  this  conclusion  after  an  extensive  study : 

"Hawaii  does  suffer  from  a Communist  threat  So  do  San  Francisco  and 
Baltimore — and  all  America.  Hawaii’s  problem  Is  no  different  from  that  of 
any  other  area.  * • • 

"Hawaii  is  not  a captive  of  the  Communists.  It  is  fighting  back  exactly  like 
any  mainland  community.  Its  record  is  impressive.” 

It  is  no  longer  necessary  to  answer  the  argument  of  noncontiguity.  It  was 
answered  firmly  and  finally  when  Congress  last  year  made  Alaska  our  49th 
State.  And  there  is  no  need  to  dwell  on  the  argument  of  small  population.  It 
has  been  soundly  refuted  by  the  fact  that  Hawaii’s  550,000  population  exceeds 
that  of  five  of  our  present  States. 
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There  remains  then  the  basic  Question  of  whether  Hawaii  Is  economically, 
socially,  and  politically  ready  to  become  a State.  These  testa  have  all  been 
met  There  is  no  disputing  the  cold,  hard  facts  and  figures  that  point  up  the 
economic  prosperity  of  Hawaii.  There  is  no  mistaking  the  American  culture 
and  philosophy  that  dominates  the  lives  of  Hawaii’s  polyglot  mixture.  And 
there  Is  no  disputing  the  political  maturity  of  the  men  and  women  In  the 
legislative  halls  and  the  executive  corridors  of  the  Territory  of  Hawaii. 

Last  fall  a joint  congiesslnnl  committee  visited  Hawaii.  It  went  there  with 
open  eyes  and  open  mind,  self-conslcously  aware  of  the  need  to  keep  itself 
free  of  preconceived  Ideas  and  foregone  conclusions.  Members  of  the  committee 
walked  and  rode  and  flew  around  the  Islands  talking  to  §>eople  In  every  phase 
of  life  and  meeting  with  labor  and  business  groups  and  with  fraternal,  political, 
and  community  organizations.  The  commlltee  came  back  enthusiastic.  It 
came  back  secure  in  its  conviction  that  Hawaii  mast  become  a State.  In  its 
report  the  House  members  of  the  committee  concluded  that  “admission  of 
Hawaii,  with  its  mixed  races  and  its  geographical  ]»osUlon  will  vastly  improve 
our  posture  and  relationship  throughout  the  vast  Pacific  area,  where  we  are 
striving  with  all  our  might  and  means  to  keep  800  million  free  and  friendly.” 

Hawaii  will,  of  course,  benefit  immeasurably  from  statehood.  But  let  us 
not  underestimate  the  economic,  political,  and  diplomatic  advantages  that  the 
United  States,  as  a nation,  will  gain  in  having  as  a strong  outpost  in  the  Pacific 
a member  of  its  family  of  States.  Let  us  not  underestimate  the  fact  that  if  we 
fall  to  bring  Hawaii  into  this  family  we  face  the  possibility  of  the  Territory 
becoming  a Commonwealth  and  all  that  that  implies — a nation  that  belongs  to 
us  and  yet  does  not.  . a 

In  conclusion,  I want  to  emphasize  that  the  issue  of  Hawaii  statehood  is 
as  much  an  international  as  It  is  a domestic  issue.  The  nations  in  the  Far  East 
and  elsewhere  are  watching  us  very  closely  on  this.  If  we  want  to  maintain 
the  faith  and  confidence  in  us  as  a great  democracy,  we  cannot  afford  to 
equivocate  on  this  matter.  There  is  a gap  here  between  our  pretensions  and 
our  performance.  Let  us  close  the  gap  by  waiting  no  longer  to  make  Hawaii 
our  50th  State. 

Senator  Jackson,  The  Chair  now  would  like  to  call  on  the  able  and 
distinguished  Delegate  from  Hawaii  who  has  done  such  an  outstand- 
ing job  of  statehood  for  Hawaii,  and  as  Senator  Gruening  has  ably 
pointed  out,  a very  effective  proponent  of  statehood  for  Alaska  last 
year. 

0 

STATEMENT  OP  HON.  JOHN  A.  BUNNS,  DELEGATE  TO  CONGRESS 
PROM  THE  TERRITORY  OP  HAWAII 

Delegate  Bubns.  Thank  vou,  Mr.  Chairman. 

Mr.  Chairman  and  members  of  the  committee,  I have  a prepared 
statement  which  I would  request  permission  to  have  inserted  in  the 
record,  and  which  in  the  interest  of  time  I will  try  to  highlight. 

Senator  Jackson.  Without  objection,  it  will  be  included  at  this 
point. 

(The  statement  referred  to  follows :) 

Statement  or  Hon.  John  A.  Burns,  Delegate  to  Conoress  From  Hawaii 

Mr.  Chairman  and  members  of  the  committee,  it  is  an  honor  for  me  to  have 
the  opportunity  of  appearing  before  this  committee  to  testify  about  the  readi- 
ness of  the  people  of  Hawaii  for  statehood. 

The  subject  of  statehood  for  Hawaii  has  been  before  the  administrative  and 
legislative  branches  of  the  Government  of  the  United  States  since  1854.  Twenty- 
two  congressional  investigations  have  been  held  on  this  subject  in  Hawaii  and 
Washington.  Some  thirty-four  volumes  of  testimony  have  been  printed  by 
Congress.  This  ofl9ctal  record  is  6,600  pages  long. 

Since  1046,  each  congressional  committee  directly  investigating  statehood  has 
concluded  that  Hawaii  has  entirely  fulfilled  the  historical  requirements  for 
State  government,  and  beyond  this,  that  Hawaii  as  a State  in  the  Union  would 
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prove.  In  several  mqiects,  a unique  and  an  invaluable  asset  lo  the  United 
States. 

The  most  reeent  committee  review  was  coucludt>d  earlier  tills  mouth  by  the 
House  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs,  Its  favorable  rccoinmendn- 
t ion  that  Ilie  stateluM>d  bill  do  pass  Is  contained  in  report  No.  32,  dated  Feb- 
ruary 11.  11151). 

Tills  report  gives  the  background  of  statehood  legislation  and  a resume  of 
Ha\vaif*s  qiialitlcat  ions  for  Slate  government.  it  emphasizes  Hawaii's 
growth  in  population,  amt  Its  strong  economy.  It  covers  such  subjects 
as  agriculture,  tourism,  national  defense,  transportation,  utilities,  and  labor 
force,  and  gives  current  data  about  each. 

The  bill  before  the  Senate  committee  was  introduced  by  Hon.  James  K. 
Murray  and  more  Ilian  50  cosimnsors.  it  provides  for  the  recognition  of  the 
fact  that  the  constitution  of  Hawaii  was  adopted  on  April  4,  1050,  by  the  con- 
vention established  for  that  purpose;  and  adopted  on  November  7,  1050,  by 
the  voters  of  Hawaii  by  a 5 to  1 majority;  that  II  Is  republican  in  form;  and 
that  Hawaii  Is  to  be  admitted  as  n State. 

A previous  re|>ort  of  tie  Senate  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs 
points  out  that  there  have  been  throughout  our  history  three  standards  required 
for  admission  to  statehood  : 

(1)  That  the  inhabitants  of  the  proposed  new  State  are  imbued  with  and 
sympathetic  toward  the  principles  of  democracy  ns  exemplified  in  the  Amer- 
ican form  of  government. 

(2)  That  a majority  of  the  electorate  desire  statehood;  and 

(3)  That  the  proposed  new  State  has  sufficient  population  and  resources 
to  8iip)>ort  State  government  and  to  provide  Its  share  of  the  cost  of  the  Fed- 
eral Government 

With  regard  to  the  first  requirement — that  the  inhabitants  of  the  proposed 
new  State  are  Imbued  with  and  syini>nthotle  toward  the  principles  of  democracy 
as  exemplified  in  the  American  form  of  government,  the  people  of  Hawaii  arc 
thoroughly  American.  They  have  been  stoeimd  In  American  tradition  since  the 
touchings  of  the  New  England  missionaries  began  In  Hawaii  in  1820.  It  Is  no 
wonder -our  youngsters  of  many  heritages  sjHNik  with  pride  of  “our  Pilgrim 
forefathers.”  Hawaii’s  record  during  wartime  Is  a proud  one.  Participation  by 
all  of  the  people  of  Hawaii  in  the  World  War  II  efforts,  for  example,  brought 
much  praise  from  such  military  leaders  as  Adm.  Chester  W.  Nimitz,  whose  testi- 
mony is  imrt  of  the  record. 

Hawaii  is  living  proof  that  democracy  as  advocated  by  the  United  States  af- 
fords a solution  to  some  of  the  problems  plaguing  the  world. . The  citizen  of 
Hawaii,  the  new  man  of  the  Pacific,  with  his  love  for  American  democracy,  is 
our  Nation’s  most  effective  bridge  to  the  Aslan  world. 

With  regard  to  the  second  requirement— that  a majority  of  the  electorate 
desire  statehood — the  record  is  quite  clear.  This  record  will  be  brought  up  to 
date  if  the  plebiscite  recommended  in  H.R.  4122  be  held.  History  shows  that  in 
1041,  Hawaii’s  electorate  voted  2 to  1 for  statehood.  In  1050,  on  approving  the 
constitution  of  Hawaii,  the  people  voted  3 to  1 favor  of  adoption.  The  legisla- 
ture of  Hawaii  has  petitioned  Congress  many  times  for  statehood.  Numerous 
organizations  and  associations  have  also  urged  that  Hawaii  be  granted  state- 
hood, Hawaii’s  people  urgently  desire  to  participate  in  the  full  responsibilities 
of  American  citizenship. 

Hawaii's  imputation  and  its  resources  arc  known  to  be  sufficient  to  support 
State  government,  and  to  provide  its  share  of  the  cost  of  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment. Our  board  of  health  on  July  1,  1058,  shows  the  population  of  Hawaii  to 
be  about  582,000  people — a jwpulatlon  larger  than  that  of  several  States.  Its 
resources  to  support  the  costs  of  government  are  many  and  varied. 

Territorial  tax  revenues  from  all  sources  for  the  fiscal  year  ended  June  30. 
1058,  amounted  to  more  than  $122  million. 

Federal  taxes  paid  to  the  United  States  Treasury  in  1057  amounted  to  $104.- 
470,000.  This  is  a sharing  of  the  cost  of  our  Federal  Government  which  exceeds, 
in  amount,  that  of  several  of  the  States. 

Figures  on  Hawaii’s  business  aud  economic  conditions  show,  in  1058,  that  our 
personal  income  total ed  more  than  a billion  dollars.  The  1058  i>er  capita  income 
exceeded  that  of  20  States. 

Hawaii’*  27  sugar  plantations  recently  harvested  1.084.000  tons  of  raw  sugar 
from  more  than  100.000  acres  of  land.  In  1057,  10,701  employees  earned  a total 
of  $50,123,000.  This  Is  an  average  annual  income  of  $3,342. 
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Pineapple  production,  like  sugar,  may  be  described  as  “industrialized  agricul- 
ture.” The  Industry  cans  alxmt  HO  million  cast's  of  pluoappto  and  juice  per 
year,  valued  at  $115  million.  The  total  value  of  diversified  agriculture  products 
(crops  and  livestock)  amounts  to  less  than  one-fifth  of  the  aggregate  value  of 
sugar  and  pineapple — but  they  show  iK>ssibilltles  for  growth  lu  the  years  that  lie 
ahead. 

Tourist  trade  hi  Hawaii  has  recorded  a far  more  rapid  growth  during  the 
postwar  i>eriod  than  any  other  economic  activity — from  $0  million  annually  in 
1940  to  nearly  $S0  million  In  1957 — over  a 1,000  percent  increase.  There  were 
170,000  visitors  in  1957,  and  the  jet  aircraft  will  soon  help  double  that  figure. 

In  1957,  military  cxjhukI it  tiros  in  the  Territory  totaled  $308  million. 

Other  economic  conditions  are  reflected  In  the  following: 

Retail  trade  showed  substantial  gains  from  $012  million  in  1956,  to  $666  mil- 
lion ill  1957. 

The  gross  assessed  valuation  of  real  proi>orty  is  about  $2  billion. 

The  construction  Industry  did  a volume  of  business  estimated  ill  excess  of 
$135  million  in  1957  -a  i>earetime  high.  The  estimated  total  for  195S  Is  $200 
million. 

The  labor  font*  numl>ers  approximately  210.000. 

Our  country,  the  I’nited  Stabs  of  America,  has  always  championed  the  rights 
of  the  American  citizen.  We  have  stressed,  too,  the  resiamsibilities  of  citizens 
that  are  a real  part  of  these  rights. 

Statehood  for  Hawaii  would  accord  its  half-million  American  citizens  siieclflc 
riirhts  presently  not  theirs: 

1.  The  right  of  voting  representation  in  both  the  Senate  and  the  House  of 
Representatives ; 

2.  The  right  to  vote  for  the  President  and  Vice  President  of  the  rnlted 
States: 

3.  The  right  to  choose  their  own  Governor  and  to  carry  on  functions  of 
government  by  their  own  elected  officials  instead  of  Federal  administrators; 

4.  The  right  to  determine  the  extent  of  the  jiowers  to  he  exercised  by  their 
own  legislature; 

5.  The  right  to  have  local  justice  administered  by  Judges  selected  under 
local  authority  rather  than  by  Federal  npixdntees  ; 

6.  The  right  to  freedom  from  overlapping  of  Federal  and  local  authority ; 
and 

7.  The  right  to  a voice  in  any  proposed  amendment  of  the  Federal  Con- 
stitution. as  well  ns  on  the  taxes  which  they  must  pay. 

These  rights  are  historical  rights  in  the  Fnited  States  of  America,  and  should 
be  granted  during  this  session  of  Congress  to  the  |>eople  of  Hawaii. 

Delegate  Britxs.  I first  would  like  to  acknowledge  the  kind  compli- 
ments which  you  and  the  members  of  the  committee  have  paid  lo  me. 
I might  sav  that  my  interest  in  Alaska  was  that  of  an  American  but 
primarily  it  was  in  the  enlightened  self-interest  of  Hawaiian  state- 
hood for  my  own  constituents.  It  is  a distinct  honor  and  privilege 
to  appear  before  this  distinguished  committee  this  morning  to  testify 
about  the  readiness  of  the  people  of  Hawaii  for  statehood  and  on 
i>chn]f  of  tlio  bill  before  you,  and  I wish  to  acknowledge  the  expression 
of  trust  and  confidence,  and  believe  in  the  people  of  Hawaii  by  the 
distinguished  sponsors  of  the  bill  in  the  Senate.  Some  55  Senators 
are  cosponsors  of  the  bill  which  I believe  is  one  of  the  highest  figures 
that  has  ever  been  reached  on  any  Senate  bill. 

The  subject  of  statehood  for  Hawaii  has  been  before  the  adminis- 
trative and  legislative  branches  of  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  since  1854.  Twenty-two  congressional  investigations  have  been 
held  on  this  subject  in  Hawaii  and  Washington.  Some  34  volumes 
of  testimony  have  been  printed  by  the  Congress.  This  official  record 
is  6,600  pages  long. 

Since  1046,  each  congressional  committee  directly  investigating 
statehood  has  concluded  that  Hawaii  has  entirely  fulfilled  the  his- 
torical requirements  for  State  government,  and  beyond  that,  that 
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Hawaii,  as  a State  in  the  Union,  would  prove  in  several  respects  a 
unique  and  invahmblo  asset  to  the  ITnited  States. 

To  try  to  bring  in  fresh  information,  though  some  of  it  might  be 
repetitions  to  that  introduced  by  Secretary  Seaton,  whose  invaluable 
assistance  is  acknowledged  with  deep  gratitude,  Hawaii's  population 
and  its  resources  are  known  to  bo  sufficient  to  support  State  govern- 
ment, and  to  provide  its  share  of  the  cost  of  the  Kepublic. 

Our  Board  of  Health  on  July  1,  1958,  shows  the  population  of 
Hawaii  to  bo  about  582,000  people,  a population  larger  than  that  of 
several  States.  The  Territorial  tax  revenues  from  all  sources  for  the 
fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1958,  amounted  to  more  than  $122  million. 
Federal  taxes  in  1958  amounted  to  $100,306,000,  as  reported  by  Secre- 
tary Seaton.  Figures  on  Hawaii’s  business  and  economic  condition 
show  that  in  1958  our  personal  income  totaled  11101*6  than  a billion 
dollars.  The  1958  per  capita  income  exceeded  that  of  20  States. 
Hawaii's  27  sugar  plantations  harvested  1,084,000  tons  of  raw  sugar. 
In  1957,  10,791  employees  earned  a total  of  $56,123,000,  an  average 
annual  income  of  $3,042.  The  pineapple  industry  is  industrial  agri- 
culture as  is  sugar.  The  industry  cans  about  30  million  cases  of 
pineapple  juice  per  year  providing  $115  million.  The  total  value 
of  diversified  products,  crops  and  livestock,  amounts  to  less  than  one- 
fifth  of  the  aggregate  value  of  sugar  and  pineapple,  but  they  show 
possibility  of  growth  in  the  years  that  lie  ahead. 

The  tourist  trade  in  Hawaii  has  recorded  a more  rapid  growth 
during  the  postwar  period  than  any  other  economic  activity.  From 
0 million  annually  in  1940  to  nearly  90  million  in  1957,  over  1,000 
percent,  increase.  I11  1957,  military  expenditures  in  Hawaii  totaled 
$308  million.  Ketail  trade  showed  substantial  gains  from  $012  million 
in  1950  to  $000  million  in  1957. 

The  gross  assessed  valuation  of  real  property  is  about  $2  billion. 

The  construction  industry  did  a volume  of  business  estimated  in 
excess  of  $137  million  in  1957,  a peacetime  high.  The  estimated  total 
for  1958  is  $200  million. 

The  work  force  of  Hawaii  numbers  approximately  210,000. 

I would  like  to  refer  to  the  statement  which  the  distinguished  chair- 
man of  this  committee  made,  and  to  close  my  presentation  with  this 
particular  remark : 

Hawaii  offers  a population  equipped  by  background  and  daily  life  for  living 
among  and  dealing  with  tbe  peoples  of  the  Far  East  and  the  Near  East,  virtually 
billions  of  people.  Hawaii’s  people  possess  the  essential  qualities  needed  to 
symbolize  the  United  States  to  the  world,  and  particularly  to  those  of  the 
Ifticlfle  Ocean  area  and  Asia,  Hawaii’s  people  are  Americans  who  have  distin- 
guished themselves  In  war  and  in  peace  by  their  demonstrated  dedication  and 
devotion  to  the  American  ideals.  In  Hawaii  ore  people  of  Oriental  ancestry, 
Polynesian  ancestry  and  Caucasian  ancestry,  working  and  living  together  in 
intimate  association.  Here  there  Is  no  racial  prejudice  of  people,  true  to  the 
tradition  of  the  Polynesian  Hawaiian,  who  raise  no  barrier  of  race,  color,  or 
creed.  Here  In  Hawaii  are  found  Americans  with  an  understanding  and  a 
tolerance  of  the  cultures  of  many  people  with  whom  the  global,  political,  and 
commercial  Involvements  of  the  United  States  are  vitally  concerned. 

The  president  emeritus  of  the  University  of  Hawaii  in  1950  said — 

Hawaii  is  infinitely  more  Important  than  its  small  area  would  seem  to  Indicate. 
It  Is  far  more  than  a playground  for  tourists,  far  more  than  a military  outpost. 
It  la  the  path  of  the  United  States  into  a future  world  understanding. 
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Such  success  as  our  program  has  enjoyed  in  Asia  and  in  the  Far 
Pacific  Ocean  area  to  date  has  been  due  in  large  measure  to  some 
4,000  Hawaiian  citizens,  Americans  all;  working  in  those  areas  as  a 

!)art  of  our  economic,  social  and  political  programs  in  those  areas. 
Xxcept  for  the  field  of  the  top  leadership  to  which  our  territorial 
status  does  not  particularly  contribute,  Hawaii’s  people  have  met  the 
test  to  the  honor  and  credit  of  the  United  States,  and  to  the  welfare 
of  the  people  of  the  United  States.  Hawaii’s  people  not  only  desire 
the  wider  horizons,  but  it  is  necessary  to  the  welfare  of  the*  United 
States  that  they  be  given  the  greater  horizons  that  will  be  available  to 
them  under  statehood. 

Mr.  Chairman.  I am  available  to  the  committee  for  any  help  that  I 
can  give  in  the  future  consideration  of  this  bill  and  to  any  questions 
that  I may  answer. 

Senator  Jackson.  Thank  you  for  your  very  fine  statement,  Dele- 
gate Burns,  and  we  would  like  for  you  to  stay  through  the  hearings 
and  likewise  during  the  markup  of  the  bill,  if  there  is  no  objection. 

Senator  Carroll.  Mr.  Chairman  I would  like  to  make  a comment  on 
our  trip  that  we  have  discussed,  with  Senator  Church  and  members  of 
the  House.  Delegate  Burns  met  us  in  the  city  of  Hilo  on  the  Island 
of  Hawaii.  He  stayed  with  us  throughout  the  trip.  He  made  ar- 
rangements so  that  the  House  delegates,  most  of  whom  traveled  all 
over  the  Island,  with  business  groups,  labor  groups,  gave  us  full  co- 
operation, and  as  the  former  Governor  Groening,  now  Senator  Grueu- 
ing,  has  indicated,  he  was  hard  put  to  it  by  virtue  of  his  support  of 
statehood  for  Alaska,  his  people  felt  during  the  last  election  that 
perhaps  he  sold  them  out.  He  had  a hard  time  explaining  his  posi- 
tion, but  he  did  explain  it  successfully. 

My  point  is  now  to  say  to  Delegate  Bums  that  with  these  50  Sen- 
ators, yon  not  only  have  quantity,  but  I hope  you  have  some  quality, 
too.  I think  this  bill  will  come  through  the  U.S.  Senate  in  good 
shape.  You  have  made  a very  fine  presentation.  No  man — I nave 
watched  them  down  through  the  years — ever  fought  harder  for  Ha- 
waiian statehood  than  you  did.  That  is  the  consensus  of  the  opinion 
of  the  men  who  have  been  in  the  Hawaiian  Islands. 

Senator  Kuchel.  Mr.  Chairman,  I would  like,  as  a representative  of 
the  minority  on  this  committee,  to  echo  the  sentiments  which  have 
been  reiterated  by  the  junior  Senator  from  Alaska  and  the  junior 
Senator  from  Colorado.  Delegate  Burns,  you  took  the  path  of  states- 
manship and  you  avoided  the  path  of  demagoguery  last  year.  I sa- 
lute you  for  doing  it.  I think  that  many  of  those  who  wanted  you 
and  who  urged  you  to  demand  that  Hawaiian  statehood  be  given  equal 
consideration  with  the  Alaskan  statehood  were  interested  not  in  help- 
ing Hawaii,  but  in  banging  the  door  shut  on  both  territories.  As  far 
as  I am  concerned,  you  performed  in  a highly  creditable  manner 
for  the  people  you  represent  here  in  the  position  you  took  with  re- 
spect to  the  problem  last  year  of  statehood  for  Hawaii. 

Delegate  Burns.  Mr.  Chairman,  may  I comment  in  response  that  I 
appreciate  very  deeply  the  kind  compliments,  but  I believe  I actually 
represented  the  character  and  integrity  and  the  deep  loyalty  and  faith 
of  the  people  of  Hawaii,  and  I trust  that  I was  their  true  representa- 
tive in  what  I did. 

Senator  Jackson.  Thank  you  very  much,  Delegate  Burns. 

Senator  Bartlett,  we  would  be  delighted  to  hear  from  you  now. 
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STATEMENT  OF  HON.  E.  L.  BARTLETT,  U.S.  SENATOR  FROM  THE 
STATE  OF  ALASKA  . 

Senator  Hauti.kit,  Thank  you,  Mr.  Chairman  and  memliers  of  the 
subcommittee.  I feat  that  I may  bo  appearing  before  you  somewhat 
in  the  role  of  an  imposter  for  l must  confess  that  I am  brought  hero 
today  more  by  an  exercise  of  desire  (Inin  of  reason.  This  is  Wcuuse 
the  distinguished  chairman  of  the  sulicoiiimittee,  Senator  Jackson, 
stated  previously,  and  very  properly,  in  my  opinion,  that  lie  desired 
to  hear  only  witnesses  who  could  contribute  something  new  to  the 
subject.  That  1 cannot.  I doubt  very  much  whether  anyone  else 
can,  either  pro  or  con.  Kvervthing  that  can  lie  said,  I believe,  on  the 
subject,  of  Hawaii  statehood  tor  and  against  lias  been  said.  1 was  de- 
lighted to  learn  that  this  snlicommittec  is  not  going  to  conduct 
extended  and  extensive  hearings.  The  record  already  made  speaks 
for  itself.  Nothing  new  has  l>oon  added,  i appear  here  only  to 
rest  ate  a long  and  deep  and  ullinnative  interest. 

Kver  since  l came  to  Washington  over  I t years  ago,  l have  Udieved 
firmly  in  Hawaii  statehood.  If  1 did  not  so  believe  1 think  1 would 
have  Uvn  converted  by  the  testimony  before  the  House  Committee  on 
Interior  and  Insular  Alfairs,  by  the  testimony  of  Admiral  Nimitz 
many  years  ago,  when  he  appeared  before  that  group  in  advocating 
statehood  for  Hawaii. 

Mr.  Chairman,  1 have  taken  the  position  that  indenendent  of  any 
other  legislative  considerations,  Hawaii  was  entitled  to  statehood. 
Hack  in  March  1DM,  when  the  cause  of  Alaska  statehood  apjHUirod  to 
lie  very  bleak,  1 said  these  words  to  the  House  of  Representatives  when 
a bill  for  Hawaii  was  being  debated: 

I warn  to  way  hero  that  If  I wore  convlnml  at  this  moment  that  Alaska  would 
never  at  lain  siatolnwHl*  or  at  least  never  in  our  time,  that  notwithstanding  I 
should  lu'  fi»r  11  await  slatelaual,  ami  would  liojie  that  lids  House  would  pass  a 
hill  providing  statehood  for  Hawaii,  lns  ause  not  only  are  the  i>eople  of  Hawaii 
almndautly  enl tiled  to  statehood  but  the  granting  of  It  would  reflect  to  the  glory 
and  tH'iietU  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  Chairman,  someone  said  years  ago-  -so  long  ago  that  the  pros- 
pect and  the  hope  for  statehood  for  either  Hawaii  or  Alaska  was  very 
slight-  that  Hawaii  was  more  entitled  to  statehood,  Alaska  needed  it 
more.  That  someone  meant,  of  course,  that  Alaska  needed  statehood 
more  in  the  concept  of  the  traditional  western  territory,  for  grants 
of  laud  and  for  other  purposes,  so  that  it  could  expand  and  grow, 
lie  meant,  as  l understood  it,  flint  Hawaii  had  passed  at  that  time 
every  test  ever  applied  to  any  Territory  seeking  admittance  to  the 
Union,  and  was  prepared  then,  as  it  has  l>eeu  ever  since,  to  enter  the 
Union  as  a State.  That  someone  who  made  that  remark,  which  has 
remained  with  me  all  this  lime,  and  which  1 Udioved  and  lndiove  to 
l>e  exactly  descriptive,  was  none  other  than  the  junior  Senator  from 
Alaska,  Krnes*  (1  melting.  At  that  time  he  was  (Joyevnor  of  Alaska. 

Mr.  Chairman,  statehood  coup's  to  a territory  as  it  came  to  Alaska 
because  of  the  work  and  will  of  many  thousands  of  jample.  There  are 
always,  of  course,  some  leadeis  of  any  such  movement.  I would  want 
to  join  the  others  wlm  have  spoken  here  this  morning  in  praising  Secre- 
tary Seaton  for  his  advocacy  of  the  cause  of  Hawaii  statehood,  lie 
has  made  a tine  statement  here,  and  from  our  experience  with  his  of- 
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foils relating  lo  Alaska.  I know  tlmt  his  contributions  will  bo  constant, 
massive,  ami  effective, 

I recall  ever  so  well  how  the  coui*se  of  Alaska  statehood  changed, 
ami  for  the  lie! tor,  after  Secretary  Seaton  came  to  olliee.  I would  not 
want  to  close,  Mr,  Chairman,  without  adding  my  won!  to  the  voices  of 
the  other  Senators  who  have  spoken  on  this  subject  concerning  the 
policy  adopted  last  year  by  I Violate  John  A,  Hums  of  Hawaii  when 
lie  stood  for  Alaska  statehood.  Ilad  he  yielded  to  the  pressures  which 
were  exerted  upon  liim  and  very  forcibly,  and  in  considerable  numlters, 
I am  convinced  that  Alaska  would  nut ‘now  Ih>  a Slate  and  that  state- 
hood for  either  Alaska  or  Hawaii  might  lie  far  distant. 

Mr.  Chainnau,  1 know  Invause  of  the  work  of  this  committee  a 
Hawaii  statehood  hill  will  he  soon  on  the  lloor  of  the  Senate,  During: 
my  time  in  that  laidy,  I shall  cast  no  prouder  vote  than  the  one  that  1 
intend  to  give  for  Hawaii  statehood.  Thank  you. 

Senator  Jackson.  Thank  you,  Senator  Mart  let  t. 

Senator  Ciivkcii.  Mr.  Chairman,  now  that  all  meml>ers  of  the  com- 
mittee have  expressed  themselves  on  the  subject  before  us,  I just  want 
to  express  what  may  l>e  a vain  hope  that  the  same  derive  of  unanimity 
exists  on  the  Hoor  of  the  Senate  as  exists  in  this  committee. 

Senator  Kcciiku.  1 want  to  fell  my  good  friend.  Senator  Church, 
that  I share  his  hope,  hut  I think  we  will  both  1m>  a little  frustrated. 

Senator  Jackson,  'lime  will  take  care  of  it,  1 think,  pretty  well, 
'llie  quest  ion  is  how  much  < hue. 

Senator  C.\uuni.u  How  much  frustration. 

Senator  Jackson.  I would  not  say  trust  ml  ion.  I would  sav  how 
much  patience,  1 f v 1 

Senator  Cauuou..  1 think  with  the  chairman.  There  will  be  some 
contest,  hut  the  chairmans  great  leadership  will  carry  ns  over  that, 
hurdle. 

Senator  Kvbmx.  I will  jinn  Senator  Carroll  in  his  comments.  * 

Senator  Jackson.  The  ( mair  would  like  to  impure  as  to  whether  or 
not  there  are  any  additional  witnesses,  other  than  the  ones  that  1 am 
alnuit  to  read,  who  desire  to  Ih>  heard  in  connection  with  those  hear- 
ings? The  ('hair  intends  to  call  next  the  General  Counsel  for  the  Civil 
Aeronautics  Hoard,  Mr.  Stone,  and  after  that  Mr.  William  Keen, 
former  Territorial  Senator  from  Hawaii,  and  vice  chairman  of  the 
Hawaiian  Statehood  Commission,  end  then  Mrs.  Margaret  Hopkins 
Worrell,  past  president  of  th?  Ladies  of  the  (inuid  Army  of  the  He- 
pnhlic,  and  Mr.  Mike  Masaoka,  .who  is  the  Washington  representative 
of  the  Japanese  American  Citizens  lAVigue. 

Is  thei*e  anyone  else  who  desires  to  he  heard  ? 

The  Chair  asks  the  ipiestion  Ihhuiuso  if  there  is  no  objection,  we 
intend  to  resume  at  2 o'clock  this  afternoon,  and  possibly  finish  the 
hearings  today.  If  anyone  desires  to  he  heard,  the  ('hair  would  like 
to  know  in  the  inte  ; i of  working  out  the  program  for  the  balance 
of  the  day.  The  Chair  hears  no  reuuost  to  testify,  and  the  schedule 
then  will  he  piytty  much  as  imlieated  hy  the  list  of  witnesses. 

The  next  witness  is  Mr.  Frank  Stone,  the  general  counsel  for  the 
Civil  Aeronautics  Hoard. 

Senator  Cauhom*.  Mr.  Chairman,  before  Mr.  Stone  begins  his  tes- 
timony, I must  he  excused.  I have  to  go  to  an  Anti-Monopoly  Sub- 
committee hearing,  and  I apologize  to  the  folks  who  have  come  all 
the  way  here  from  the  Hawaiian  Islands. 
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Senator  Jackson.  Before  the  Senator  leaves,  the  ("hair  would  like 
to  announce  that  if  we  finish  the  hearings  today,  I should  like  to  call 
a meeting  of  the  suln'ornmittce  for  tomorrow  morning  in  executive 
session  to  prtnved  to  markup  the  bill,  with  the  hojH'  that  we  will  iiuish 
it  either  tomorrow  or  the  next,  day,  so  it  can  he  submitted  to  the  full 
committee  at  the  regular  meeting  on  Tuesday  for  committee  action.  I 
would  just  like  to  announce  that  now,  unless  there  is  objection  to 
the  contrary.  1 think  that  luvause  all  tucmliersof  the  committee  are 
aware,  of  course,  that  this  bill  was  reported  out  last  summer,  we  have 
the  rejmrt,  there  may  be  some  minor  modilieations  but  I do  not  an- 
ticipate any  major  changes.  So  the  task  of  drafting  or  revising  the 
bill  will  U'  for  the  most  part  minor.  We  will  meet  this  afternoon  at 
*2  and  at  10  o'clock  in  the  morning  in  executive  session  as  a sub- 
committee to  mark  up  the  bill. 

Senator  Jackson,  Mr.  Stone,  do  you  have  a prepared  statement  f 

STATEMENT  OF  FRANKLIN  M.  STONE,  GENERAL  COUNSEL  OF  THE 
CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

Mr.  Stone.  Yes,  I do,  Mr.  Uhairman. 

Senator  Jackson.  1 assume  you  would  like  to  proceed  to  road  it. 

Mr,  Stonk.  If  1 may. 

Senator  Jackson.  You  may  proceed. 

Mr.  Stone.  Mr.  Ulmirnmn  ami  members  of  the  committee,  my  name 
is  Franklin  M.  Stone.  I am  general  counsel  of  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Hoard.  1 appreciate  the  opportunity  of  appearing  before  the  com- 
mittee and  discussing  the  effect  of  S.  fit)  in  relation  to  the  regulatory 
responsibilities  of  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board  under  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  BK»8. 

The  Federal  Aviation  Act  bestows  upon  the  Board  the  powers  of 
economic,  regulation  of  air  trans|H»rtution  (title  IV)  and  of  investiga- 
tion of  aircraft  accidents  and  other  matters  pertaining  to  safely  in 
air  navigation  (title  YU).  The  economic  regulatory  function*  in- 
cludes, among  other  things,  licensing  of  air  transportation,  rate- 
makingj  and  approval  of  mergers,  common  control  ami  contracts  be- 
tween air  camel's. 

t Licensing  by  certification  of  air  transportation  from  the  Foiled 
States  to  its  territories  or  jKissessions  and  within  the  territories  or 
possessions,  as  well  as  foreign  air  transportation,  and  the  issuance  of 
foreign  air  carrier  permit,  are  made  subject  to  presidential  approval 
by  sect  ion  SOI  of  the  act. 

Tim  air  transportation  situation  as  it  relates  to  Hawaii  may  be 
briefly  described  as  follows : 

Regularly  scheduled  air  transportation  within  the  islands  is  fur- 
nished by  two  certificated  air  carriers,  Hawaiian  Airlines,  Ltd.,  and 
Aloha  Airlines,  Inc.  (formerly  Trans-Pacilic  Airlines,  Ltd.). 

Regularly  scheduled  air  transportation  lietween  the  islands  and 
the  mainland  is  furnished  by  the  certificated  air  carriers,  Northwest 
Airlines,  Inc.,  Pan  American  World  Airways,  Inc.,  and  United  Air 
Lines,  Inc. 

None  of  (lies©  carriers  is  currently  receiving  subsidy. 

If  I may  interj>olate  at  this  point  I would  like  to  explain  that  last 
statement  a little  bit*  None  of  these  carriers  are  currently  receiving 
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subsidy.  If  should  Ih>  pointed  out  that  applical  ion  for  subsidy  is 
ixmding.  That  is,  t ho  carriers  are  on  open  rales.  Whelber  or  not 
they  will  be  entitled  to  subsidy  will  depend  upon  evidence  that  is 
piesented  and  the  understanding  reached  between  the  Hoard  and  the 
carrier  on  the  basis  of  financial  condition. 

Senator  Kiu'iiku  Have  all  the  earners  you  have  mentioned  here 
tiled  such  applicat  ion? 

Mr.  Stone.  'Unit  would  apply  to  Hawaiian  and  Aloha  Airlines 
and  not  the  other  carriers. 

Additional  service  Ih'Iwccu  the  1’nited  States  and  Hawaii  is  pro- 
vided by  supplemental  air  carriers  and  I hive  regularly  scheduled 
foreign  air  camel's  are  operating  to  the  islands  under  the  authority 
of  permits  issued  by  the  Hoard  under  section  10*2  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act.  They  arc  Canadian  Pacific  Airlines,  I*td.,  Japan  Air 
Lines  t'o.,  Ltd.,  ami  Quantas  Empire  Airways,  Ltd. 

All  the  air  carriers  I have  mentioned  are  of  course  operating  sub- 
ject to  the  regulatory  controls  provided  in  the  act. 

In  order  to  determine  the  changes  that  will  take  place  with  re- 
spect to  the  economic  regulation  of  these  air  earners  upon  the  ad- 
mission of  Hawaii  as  a State,  it  is  necessary  to  examine  some  of  the 
provisions  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  rather  elosely. 

Under  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  11)58,  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Hoard  exorcises  economic  regulatory  jurisdiction  over  carriers  en- 
gaging in  interstate  air  transportation,  overseas  air  transportation, 
and  foreign  air  transportation.  “Interstate  air  transportation"  is 
defined  in  relevant  part  to  mean  (a)  transportation  between  a place 
in  any  State  and  a place  in  any  other  State,  or  (ft)  between  places 
in  the  same  State  through  the  air  space  over  any  place  outside  thereof, 
or  (c)  between  places  in  the  same  Territory’ of  the  United  States. 

“Overseas  air  transportation"  is  defined  in  relevant  part  to  mean 
transportation  between  a place  in  any  State  and  any  plaee  in  a Ter- 
ritory of  the  United  States. 

The  .regulatory  jurisdiction  of  the  Hoard  over  interstate  and  over- 
seas air  transportation  extends  to  authorization  to  engage  in  such 
air  transportation,  to  the  fixing  of  rales  (or  at  least  maximum  and 
minimum  rates)  for  the  carriage  of  persons  and  property,  and  td 
mail  pay  ami  subsidy,  as  well  as  to  such  matters  as  mergers,  con- 
tracts lietwecn  carriers,  and  so  forth. 

The  Hoard  now  exercises  economic  regulatory  jurisdiction  over  air 
transportation  lietween  the  continental  United  States  and  the  Terri- 
tory of  Hawaii  by  virtue  of  the  definition  of  “overseas  air  transporta- 
tion'’cited  aln>ve. 

The  Hoard  now  exercises  economic  regulatory  jurisdiction  over  air 
transportation  within  and  lietween  islands  of  the  Territory  by  virtue 
of  the  portion  of  (he  definition  of  “interstate  air  transportation”  which 
includes  transportation  between  places  in  the  same  Territory. 

Upon  the  admission  of  Hawaii  as  a State,  the  Hoard  would  continue 
to  exercise  economic  regulatory  jurisdiction  over  air  transportation  be- 
tween the  State  of  Hawaii  and  the  continental  United  States,  bv  virtue 
of  the  portion  of  the  definition  of  “interstate  air  transportation1*'  which 
rofers  to  transportation  l>etween  the  States. 

Under  the  existing  status  of  Hawaii  as  a Territory,  the  Board’s 
certification  powers  with  respect  to  air  transportation  within  Hawaii 
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are  subject  to  approval  of  the  President  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of 
section  SOI  of  the  act.  Likewise  subject  to  Presidential  approval  are 
the  Hoard’s  certification  powers  with  respect  to  air  transportation  to 
and  from  Hawaii  would  become  interstate  air  transportation,  and 
hence  the  Hoard's  certification  powers  in  connection  therewith,  would 
no  longer  be  subject  to  Presidential  approval. 

Air  transportation  within  or  between  the  islands  would  become 
either  intrastate  transportation,  or  to  tiie  extent  that  it  passed  through 
airsjwiee  over  a place  outside  the  new  Slate,  or  involved  carriage  of 
trallie  moving  across  the  boundaries  of  the  new  State,  would  become 
interstate  air  transportation,  and  lienee  no  longer  subject  to  Presiden- 
tial approval. 

To  tno  extent  that  the  channels  and  waters  between  the  islands  com- 
prising the  faint  area  of  the  State  of  Hawaii  are  not  defined  or  con- 
sidered to  l >e  a part  of  the  State  of  Hawaii,  the  Hoard  would  also  con- 
tinue to  exercise  regulatory  jurisdiction  over  air  transportation  be- 
tween the  islands  by  virtue  of  the  definition  of  interstate  air  trans- 
portation, since  the  carrier  would  bo  traveling  between  points  within 
the  same  State,  but  through  the  airspace  outside  thereof. 

In  United  Airlines  ft  ah  v.  Public  Utilities  Commission  of  Califor- 
nia et  ah  (10!)  F.  Supp.  13  (N.I).  Cal.,  1052),  reversed  without  refer- 
ence to  the  merits,  340  U.S.  402),  a U.S.  district  court  held  that  the 
Public  Utilities  Commission  of  California  lacked  regulatory  power 
over  a carrier  flying  between  California  and  the  island  of  Catalina  off 
the  California  shore,  on  the  ground  that  the  waters  between  the  main- 
land and  Catalina  wei*o  not  waters  of  the  State,  so  that  the  carrier 
would  be  traveling  through  airspace  not  a part  of  the  State. 

Senator  Krciux.  Is  the  trial  court  decision  still  recognized  bv  the 
Hoard  as  valid  since  you  go  on  to  say  hero  that  the  Supreme  Court 
reversed  it  without  reference  to  the  merits? 

Mr.  Stunk.  We  still  feel  that  decision  is  binding. 

Senator  Kurmx.  Is  a sound  one? 

Mr.  Stunk.  Yes, sir;  Senator. 

Senator  Krcmx.  That,  1 suppose,  is  on  the  ground  that  the  historic 
decision  of  the  Government  of  the  United  States  and  its  territorial 
waters  are  3 miles  seaward  of  the  low  water? 

M r.  Stonk.  That  is  correct,  sir. 

Transportation  by  air  which  originates  and  terminates  on  the  same 
island  and  does  not  involve  flight  through  airspace  outside  the  State 
or  carriage  of  trallie  moving  in  interstate  or  foreign  commerce  would 
lx>  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  State  of  Hawa’i.  Moreover,  if  the 
channels  between  the  islands  comprising  the  State  of  Hawaii  are  de- 
fined or  considered  to  l>e  part  of  the  State,  the  State  of  Hawaii  will 
acquire  economic  regulatory  jurisdiction  over  transportation  which 
originates  at  any  point  in  (lie  State  and  terminates  at  any  other  point 
in  the  State,  even  if  traveling  over  the  channels,  with  the  exceptions 
just  stated. 

Such  trallie  would  bo  considered  intrastate  trallie.  If  the  carrier 
traveling  between  two  islands  took  a route  which  went  outside  the 
waters  defined  or  considered  to  be  part  of  the  State,  such  transportation 
would  be  subject  to  regulation  by  the  Hoard. 

The  State  of  J lawaii  would  also  acquire  jurisdiction  over  the  supple- 
mental air  carriers  and  air  taxi  operators  to  the  extent  that  air  trans- 
portation would  become  purely  intrastate. 
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The.  foregoing  assumes  that  a currier  is  not  carrying  tlie  United 
States  mails.  Carriers  engaging  in  wholly  intrastate  transportation 
must  nevertheless  obtain  Hoard  authorization  for  the  transportation 
of  mail.  It  also  does  not  take  into  considerat  ion  possible  extension  of 
Federal  jurisdiction  by  virtue  of  the  provisions  of  section  15  of  the 
statehood  bill,  hereinafter  referred  to. 

Under  sect  ion  2 of  S.  50  it  is  provided  that  the  State  of  Hawaii  shall 
consist  of — 

all  tin*  islands,  together  with  their  appurtenant  reefs  and  territorial  waters,  in* 
eluded  in  the  Territory  of  Hawaii  on  the  date  of  enaetment  of  this  aet  * * • 

with  certain  named  exceptions. 

'Hie  boundaries  are  not  otherwise  described.  If  the  territorial 
waters,  referred  to  in  the  hill,  do  not  include  all  the  water  lietween  the 
main  islands,  the  Hoard  would  continue  to  exercise  regulatory  control 
over  air  transportation  between  the  islands,  for,  as  I have  already 
indicated,  such  transportation  would  Ik\  and  I quote  “lietween  places 
in  the  same  State  of  the  United  States  through  the  airspace  over  any 
place  outside  thereof  * * *. 

Whether  the  Hoard  is  to  continue  to  exercise  regulatory  control  of 
transportation  between  the  islands  is  a question  to  he  decided  by  the 
Congress.  'Phis  question  can  he  resolved  either  by  clarifying  or 
amending  the  Statehood  Act,  to  specify  the  status  of  the  waters  be- 
bet  ween  the  islands  either  generally  or  for  purposes  of  transportation 
jurisdiction  or  hv  appropriate  amendment  to  the  Federal  Aviation 
Act. 

The  latter  course  would  have  the  advantage  of  permitting  the  Con- 
gress to  focus  on  the  particular  problem,  divorced  from  the  broader 
considerations  pertaining  to  the  admission  of  Hawaii  as  a State. 

The  Hoard  wishes  to  emphasize  that  it  takes  no  position  with  respect 
lo  these  problems,  as  it  lielieves  the  extent  of  Hoard  jurisdiction  in 
relation  to  transportation  between  the  islands,  is  a matter  of  policy 
for  the  Congress  to  determine. 

I would  now  like  to  comment  on  section  15  of  S.  50.  This  section 
is  similar  to  section  8(d)  of  the  Alaska  Statehood  Act,  approved  July 
7,  105S  (Public  Law  85-508). 

Section  8 (d)  of  the  Alaska  Statehood  Act  provides  that  laws — 

enacted  by  tlie  Congress  the  validity  of  which  is  dependent  solely  the 

authority  of  the  Congress  to  provide  for  the  government  of  Alaska  prior  to  the 
admission  of  the  State  of  Alaska  into  the  Union — 

shall  l>o  regarded  as  "Territorial  laws"  and  that  such  laws  shall  con- 
tinue  in  force  and  effect  throughout  the  State  except  as  moditied  or 
changed  by  action  of  the  State  legislature. 

The  foregoing  language  lias  lieen  interpreted  throughout  the  Fed- 
eral (iovernment  as  continuing  in  e fleet  in  the  State  of  Alaska  those 
portions  of  United  States  laws  which  provide  for  the  regulation  of 
intraterritorial  commerce  by  agencies  of  the  United  States.  In  the 
language  of  section  8(d).  Mich  laws  will  continue  in  effect  ‘‘except 
* * * as  modified  or  changed  by  the  legislature  of  the  State." 

That  view  as  I understand  it  in  relation  to  the  Federal  Aviation 
Act  rests  in  part  upon  the  belief  that  Congress  intended  regulation 
of  air  transportation  to  continue  as  before  until  the  new  State  had 
opportunity  to  legislate  on  the  subject  in  proper  areas  of  State  con- 
cern. It  further  is  assumed  that  tlie  similar  language  used  in  the 
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Hawaii  statehood  bill  is  intended  to  be  given  a like  interpretation  in 
relation  to  aviation  matters. 

In  this  connection,  I understand  that  legislation  is  presently  under 
consideration  which  would  provide  a definite  cutoff  date  beyond  which 
such  “Territorial  laws”  of  the  United  States  would  cease  to  apply. 
In  the  absence  of  an  explicit  date,  confusion  might  arise  as  to  the 
continued  responsibility  of  a Federal  agency. 

Under  the  circumstances,  it  would  appear  desirable  to  specify  in 
S.  50  a definite  period  from  the  date  of  Hawaiian  state! lood  beyond 
which  the  “Territorial  laws”  of  the  United  States  would  no  longer 

would  also  like  to  call  the  committee's  attention  to  the  Hoard's 
function  under  the  loan  guarantee  provisions  of  Public  Law  85-307. 
That  law  authorizes  the  Board  to  guarantee  loans  for  the  purchase  of 
aircraft  bv  air  carriers  certificated  for  local  service  operations,  and 
certain  other  operations,  including  service  in  Hawaii  and  Alaska. 

The  act  refers  to  operations  within  the  “Territory  of  Hawaii"  and 
the  “Territory  of  Alaska.”  While  in  our  opinion  the  loan  guarantee 
law  would  remain  applicable  after  Hawaii  becomes  a State,  the  com- 
mittee may  nevertheless  wish  to  include  a specific  provision  in  the  bill 
continuing  the  applicability  of  Public  Law  85-307  to  catWers  operat- 
ing within  the  “State  of  Hawaii.” 

There  is  now  pending  before  the  Board  an  application  by  Aloha 
Airline  for  guarantee  of  a loan  of  $2,290,000  under  the  Loan  Guaran- 
tee Act,  and  Hawaiian  Airlines  has  filed  with  the  Board  economic  data 
in  connection  with  a forthcoming  application  for  similar  loan  guar- 
antee. 

The  duties  and  responsibilities  of  the  Board  in  connection  with  the 
investigation  of  aircraft  accidents  would  not  be  affected  by  the  pro- 
posed legislation. 

Mr.  Chairman,  this  concludes  my  prepared  statement.  The  Bureau 
of  the  Budget  has  advised  that  it  has  no  objection  to  the  submission 
of  this  testimony.  If  you  have  any  questions  I shall  be  glad  to  try 
to  answer  them. 

Senator  Jackson.  Mr.  Stone,  I want  to  commend  you  for  having 
analyzed  this  matter  very  well.  It  would  seem  that  the  basic  ques- 
tion here  is  whether  or  not  we  have  by  unilateral  act  declared  inter- 
national waters,  or  which  would  otherwise  be  international  waters, 
as  part  of  a State  for  purposes  of  statehood.  Am  I not  correct  in  this 
analyses? 

Mr.  Stone.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Jackson.  Jf  we  have  included  the  entire  area  that  includes 
all  of  the  islands,  then  there  is  a serious  question  whether  the  Board 
would  continue  to  retain  jurisdiction  despite  the  all-inclusive  pro- 
vision of  section  15  ? 

Mr.  Stone.  Yes,  sir;  that  is  correct.  We  are  not  prepared  to  com- 
ment and  are  not  planning  to  make  any  comment  with  respect  to  that 
particular  problem  because  we  feel  that  it  might  more  properly  be 
one  for  the  State  Department  or  Defense  Department  or  the  Interior 
Department. 

Senator  Jackson.  I realize  that  is  true.  But  the  point  is  that  there 
is  a need  to  clarify  this  question  ? # 

Mr.  Stone.  Most  certainly  so,  sir. 
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Senator  Jackson.  Lest  we  find  ourselves  in  no  man’s  land  because 
you  do  have  the  unique  situation  in  the  case  of  Hawaii  that  the  islands 
are  separated  by  what  has  been  at  least  considered  heretofore  as  inter- 
national waters  beyond  the  3-mile  limit. 

Do  you  agree,  Mr.  Stevens? 

Mr.  Stevens.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Jackson.  The  question  in  my  mind  is  whether  there  is  an 
ambiguity  here  which  might  lead  some  to  conclude  that  we  have  for 

Surposes  of  statehood  included  international  waters  as  a part  of  a 
tate.  If  this  is  true,  then,  of  course,  there  is  a serious  question  of 
CAB  jurisdiction  unless  the  court  would  be  willing,  and  I am  sure 
rather  reluctant,  to  say  that  section  15  would  cover  it. 

I don’t  know.  I assume  there  have  been  no  court  decisions  in  con- 
nection with  your  retention  of  jurisdiction  in  Alaska. 

Mr.  Stone.  I do  not  believe  there  have  been.  I might  point  out 
at  this  point,  Mr.  Chairman,  that  the  situation  is  a bit  different  witli 
respect  to  Hawaii  than  the  situation  in  Alaska.  While  some  flying 
might  take  place  across  waters  I don’t  know  that  it  involves  the  inter- 
national boundary  problem. 

Mr.  Stevens.  Senator,  may  I address  myself  to  that  question  ? 
Senator  Jackson.  For  the  record  would  you  identify  yourself? 
Mr.  Stevens.  I am  Ted  Stevens,  Assistant  to  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior. 

Senator,  the  assumption  we  have  been  operating  under  since  1953 
has  been  that  the  position  of  the  Defense  Department  and  the  State 
Department  would  be  adopted.  I would  like  to  call  your  attention 
to  a statement  in  appendix  (a)  of  House  Report  No.  88  of  the  84th 
Congress,  first  session,  on  page  64. 

On  that  page  there  is  set  forth  a description  in  metes  and  bounds 
of  the  boundaries  of  the  State  of  Haw  aii.  Included  in  the  description 
is  a definition  of  Territorial  waters  which,  if  I may,  I would  like  to 
read. 

For  the  purpose  of  this  provision,  Territorial  waters  are  defined  as  all  island 
waters,  all  waters  between  the  line  of  mean  hightide  and  the  line  of  ordinary 
low  water  and  all  waters  seaward  to  a line  3 geographical  miles  distant  from 
the  coastline,  said  coastline  being  described  as  the  line  of  ordinary  low  water 
along  that  portion  of  the  coast  which  is  in  direct  contact  with  the  open  sea 
and  the  line  marking  the  seaward  line  of  island  waters. 

This  language  was  drafted  by  the  Department  of  the  Interior  after 
a conference  with  the  Senate  committee  staff,  the  House  committee 
staff,  representatives  of  the  Department  of  State,  Navy,  Justice,  the 
Coast  and  Geodetic  Survey,  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board,  the  Mari- 
time Administration,  am!  other  people  involved. 

Senator  Jackson.  That  was  in  connection  with  the  tidelands  bill, 
was  it  not? 

Mr.  Stevens.  That  was  at  the  time  the  tidelands  bill  was  under 
discussion.  You  have  settled  that  now'  by  your  reference  to  the  Sub- 
merged Land  Act.  But  in  our  opinion  the  definition  of  inland  waters 
still  remains  the  same.  That  is  the  reason  wre  bring  it  up  in  1954, 
both  the  State  Department  and  the  Defense  Department  wrote  to 
this  committee  setting  forth  their  reasons  for  this  position.  Those 
letters  are  found  in  Senate  Report  No.  886  of  the  83d  Congress,  second 
session,  on  pages  36  and  37,  and  in  the  same  report  there  are  printed 
in  appendix  (g)  a series  of  memoranda  prepared  by  the  Department 
of  the  Interior  on  all  subjects  of  jurisdiction : 
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Surface  jurisdiction,  wire  and  communication  jurisdiction,  air  trans- 
portation. There  is  also  prepared  a memorandum  of  the  application 
of  the  commerce  clause  of  the  Federal  Constitution  to  interisland 
transactions  in  Hawaii  set  forth  the  basis  for  our  belief,  that  assuming 
that  these  waters  are  not  included  within  the  State  the  region  of  the 
CAB  would  remain  the  same. 

The  region,  incidentally,  of  the  Maritime  Board  would  not  include 
intmisland  carriers  unless  Congress  saw  lit  to  extend  the  jurisdiction 
of  the  Maritime  Board  over  that  type  of  commerce. 

Senator  Jackson.  I take  it  that  the  gist  of  your  comment  is  that 
the  reference  to  Territorial  waters  in  section  2 of  the  bill  would  confine 
those  waters  ns  described  in  the  statement  that  you  read  from. 

Mr.  Stevens.  Assuming  there  is  a proper  reference  in  your  report 
to  this  agreement  and  this  agreed-upon  language,  I think  we  are  all 
operating  on  the  same  assumption.  We  agree  entirely  with  Mr.  Stone. 

Senator  Jackson.  We  are  in  a situation  here  where  we  have  for 
the  first  time  a State  wherein  the  Federal  Government,  if  it  sees  lit, 
could  occupy  the  field  so  to  speak. 

Mr.  Stevens.  It  is  similar  in  the  Catalina  Island  case  i 

Senator  Jackson.  Yes;  that  is  right,  it  is  similar  to  the  Catalina 
Island  case  in  that  isolated  section.  But  here  all  of  the  air  commerco 
as  a practical  matter  would  be  in  an  area  where  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment could  occupy  the  field  without  violating  the  provision  of  it  being 
entirely  within  intrastate  commerce. 

Mr.  Stevens.  If  these  waters  are  really  truly  international  waters, 
Congress  could  at  anv  time  occupy  any  of  the  iields  of  commerce. 

Senator  Jackson.  This  is  right.  I say  assuming  that  perhaps  we 
should  define  territorial  waters  in  the  committee  report  so  that  ap- 
propriate legislative  history  is  made,  or  by  statutory  provision,  that 
the  island  boundaries  are  confined  to  the  traditional  3-mile  limit  as 
described  in  the  reports  that  you  referred  to,  then  Congress  could 
occupy  the  field  within  the  State  that  is  made  up  of  the  several  islands? 

Mr.  Stf.vkns.  Yes;  I would  say  if  you  define  it  that  way  Congress 
has  occupied  the  CAB  field. 

Senator  Jackson.  That  is  right.  We  are  merely  extending  the 
existing  law  or  clarifying  it  to  make  sure  that  it  did. 

Mr.  Stevens.  That  is  right. 

Senator  Jackson.  This  is  a technical  problem  that  we  can  go  into 
tomorrow  morning  if  Mr.  Stone  and  Mr.  Stevens  will  be  available  in 
connection  with  the  markup  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  Stevens.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Jackson.  I assume  you  gentlemen  agree  there  is  a need 
for  clarification  here  because  of  the  unique  nature  of  this  new  State 
from  a ideographical  point  of  view. 

Mr.  Stone.  Most  certainly. 

Senator  Jackson.  At  least  we  can  make  your  job  a little  easier  in 
avoiding  some  unnecessary  lawsuits  in  light-  of  the  information  that 
has  been  brought  out  here. 

Senator  Church.  I would  wonder  whether  it  might  he  fruitful 
for  these  gentlemen  to  inquire  between  now  and  tomorrow  morning 
ns  to  whether  there  does  not  exist  somewhere  on  the  statute  books  an 
exact  definition  of  the  present  boundaries  of  the  Territory  of  Hawaii 
which  would  suffice  to  clear  this  question  inasmuch  as  the  bill  in 
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section  2 says  that  the  State  of  Hawaii  shall  consist  of  all  the  islands 
together  with  their  appurtenant  reefs  and  Territorial  watere  in* 
eluded  in  the  Territory  of  Hawaii  on  the  date  of  the  enactment  of 
this  act. 

Perhaps  there  is  no  such  clear  and  concise  definition  of  the  present 
boundaries  of  the  Territory.  If  not,  I would  like  to  know  m at.  I 
moke  this  suggestion  inasmuch  as  it  might  prove  one  route  of  sola* 
lion  for  us. 

Mr.  Stevens.  The  definition  of  the  islands  or  the  understanding 
of  the  islands  that  are  included  in  the  Territory  of  Hawaii  I think  is 
agreed  upon.  Whether  there  exists  any  definition  in  terms  of  meets 
and  boundaries  or  in  terms  of  a geographical  description  by  longitude 
and  latitude  on  the  statute  books,  I am  not  aware  of  it  We  went  into 
this  problem  at  length  right  after  I joined  the  Department  of  Interior 
in  1956,  and  we  all  fell  back  to  the  meets  and  boundaries  description 
that  was  agreed  upon  in  1953. 

So  for  as  I know  that  is  the  only  complete  description. 

Senator  Chukch.  That  is  the  best  description  of  the  actual  bound- 
aries of  the  Territory  that  we  have. 

Mr.  Stevens.  That  is  my  understanding;  yes. 

Senator  Jackson.  Senator  Church,  we  went  into  this  at  length  in 
the  83d  Congress,  and  we  had  a rather  long  and  detailed  description. 
The  net  result  of  it  was  that  we  decided  that  we  should  continue  to 
refer  to  the  previous  statutory  references  and  for  the  purpose  of  pre- 
serving whatever  decisional  laws  that  might  be  on  the  subject  con- 
sistent with  the  descriptive  language  used  in  the  past. 

That  is  what  has  been  done,  excepting  and  excluding  in  this  case, 
Palmyra,  which  is  technically  today  a part  of  the  city  limits  of  the 
city  of  Honolulu.  That  we  excluded  in  deference  to  my  friend  from 
California  who  felt  that  Los  Angeles  might  be  discriminated  against 
That  would  have  been  the  longest  city  limits  in  the  world  of  any  in- 
corporated city,  extending  1,500  miles  to  Palmyra. 

Mr.  Stevens.  Both  the  House  and  the  Senate  have  passed  a Ha- 
waii bill  following  this  agreed  upon  description,  and  it  is  our  opinion 
in  the  Department  that  this  reference  in  your  report  would  lust  refer 
us  back  to  the  same  meets  and  bounds  description,  and  I believe  it 
would  provide  the  determination  of  the  extent  of  the  Territorial 
waters  for  the  CAB  purposes. 

Senator  Jackson.  Would  you  check  with  the  Defense  and  State  De- 
partments by  tomorrow  on  this  question  of  definitive  language  that 
we  might  want  to  use  in  order  that  we  may  clarify  the  jurisdictional 
problem,  if  any,  of  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

We  have  no  problem  as  far  as  the  Federal  maritime  agency  is  con- 
cerned because  I think  that  is  pretty  well  covered.  There  may  be 
some  international  problems  involved  in  this,  and  if  you  could  cneck 
with  them  as  to  the  type  of  language— statutory  language  or  a state- 
ment in  the  report — that  we  should  include  in  connection  with  the 
retention  by  the  Board  of  jurisdiction  until  such  time  as  the  State 
has  had  an  opportunity  to  act,  I think  the  committee  will  have  to  de- 
cide as  a policy  matter  whether  the  Board  should  continue  jurisdic- 
tion after  it  becomes  a State,  that  is,  occupy  the  field  either  directly 
or  indirectly  by  whatever  language  we  may  use,  or  whether  the  region 
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within  tlio  Territory  or  within  t ho  now  State  should  l>e  loft  to  tho  State 
legislature. 

Would  the  Hoard  be  in  a position  to  comment  by  tomorrow 
whether  they  would  want  to  retain  jurisdiction  or  whether  or  not 
they  would  want  to  merely  retain  jurisdiction  by  clarification  pending 
a dwision  by  the  new  State  to  occupy  the  held. 

In  other  \vofds,  to  make  it  permissive.  We  could  pass  language 
here  that  would  make  it  clear  that  the  Federal  Government  continues 
to  occupy  the  field  subject  to  a decision  by  the  State. 

Mr.  Stoxk.  Mr.  Chairman,  we  have  in  effect  taken  that  position 
with  tvspect  to  Alaska.  1 am  certain  that  the  Hoard  will  take  the 
same  position  now,  that  it  retain  economic  and  regulatory  jurisdiction 
until  the  legislature  of  the  State  of  Hawaii  nets  in  the  held. 

I think  it  is  a practical,  commonscnsa  view  because  the  situation 
would  be  rather  chaotic  there  until  the  legislature  acted  unless  we 
took  that  interpretation. 

Senator  Jackson.  For  example,  on  guaranteed  loans,  if  you  make 
a guaranteed  loan  and  if  there  is  no  regulation  of  any  other  carrier 
they  could  come  in  and  compete  with  one  that  you  guaranteed  and 
you  would  not  be  able  to  control  it  at  all. 

Wouldn't  that  lie  right  i 

Mr.  Stonk.  Not  under  our  pivsent  interpretation. 

Senator  Jackson.  1 say  if  you  did  not  have  control  either  by  the 
Federal  Government  or  by  the  State,  what  would  there  be  to  prevent 
someone  from  coming  in  and  setting  up  a wildcat  operation? 

Mr.  Stoxk,  There  would  lie  nothing.  Of  course,  that  could  be 
done  at  a later  date  in  the  event  Hawaii  lieeame  a State,  in  purely 
intrastate  operations.  Carriers  could  come  in  ami  be  ceil i heated  by 
the  State  of  Hawaii  depending  on  the  authority  that  might  be  set  up* 
by  the  Hawaii  Legislature. 

* Senator  Jackson.  Hut  your  guaranteed  loan  provisions,  as  a prac- 
tical matter,  apply  to  airlines  that  are  engaged  in  interstate  com- 
merce so  that  you  do  have  jurisdiction.  Alaska  and  Hawaii  are 
kind  of  exceptions  to  that  as  a practical  matter,  are  they  not? 

Mr.  Stonk.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Jackson.  Feeder  lines  outside  of  Alaska  and  Hawaii 
operate  in  more  than  one  State  ? 

Mr.  Stonk.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Jackson.  So  you  do  have  a little  different  practical  situa- 
tion that  could  arise  here.  'That  is  what  L am  getting.  1 mean  a 
feeder  line  would  not  be  operating  l>etween  Hawaii  and  the  mainland  i 

Mr.  Stonk.  No.  Hut  you  do  have  your  air  taxi  operators  within 
the  same  island  in  the  Hawaiian  Islands. 

Senator  Jackson.  Do  you  have  jurisdiction  over  them  now? 

Mr.  Stonk.  We  have  jurisdiction  over  them.  We  are  operating 
under  exemption  authority  of  the  Hoard  at  the  pivsent  time. 

Senator  Jackson.  Hut  will  vou  continue  to  retain  control? 

Mr.  Stoxk.  Yes.  We  can  do  that  until  such  time,  under  our  inter- 
pretation consistent  with  the  Alaska  Statehood  Act,  can  control  and 
intend  to  control  those  operations.  After  Hawaii  Incomes  a State 
ruder  purely  intrastate  operations  wo. would  not  have  any  control. 
That  «s.  opera! ion  coming  within  the  definition  of  imrastute 
operations. 
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Senator  Jackson.  Will  you  refresh  me  oh  my  constitutional  law 
now.  If  we  exempted  Hawaii  from  CAM  control  but  still  treated  the 
wateis  as  international  between  the  islands-— the  State  could  not  pass 
anv  legislation t 

Mr.  Sion k.  That  is  correct,  sir. 

Senator  Jackson.  That  is  my  recollection.  The  State  cannot  at- 
tempt to  regulate  interstate  commerce.  They  can  within  their  own 
area  handle  such  matters  as  the  sale  of  liquor  on  vehicles  moving,  but 
they  could  not  occupy  the  lield  completely;  could  they  f 
Mr.  Stonk.  That  is  right. 

Mr.  Stkvkns  1 don't  want  to  get  into  a debate  over  that,  but  1 think 
that  in  the  absence  of  conflicting  legislation  if  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment declined  to  regulate  as  to  strictly  interisland  commerce,  com- 
merce which  was  not  going  from  one  State  to  another  but  from  one 
point  in  Hawaii  to  another  j>oint  in  Hawaii,  Hawaii  could  regulate 
it. 


Senator  Jackson.  Hut  what  if  it  passed  through  international 
waters  t 

Mr.  Stkvkns.  Even  if  it  could  pass  through  international  waters. 

Mr.  Stonk.  1 don't  see  how  it  could  do  that  without  amending 
the  Federal  Aviation  Act. 

Mr.  Stkvkns.  This  is  not  talking  to  his  specific  act.  The  Federal 
Aviation  Act  is  not  a condition  but  a theory. 

Senator  Jackson.  My  hypothetical  situation  is~-suppose  that  by 
amendment  this  hill  took  away  the  present  authority  of  the  CAB  to 
regulate  in  Hawaii — they  have  that  authority  now — and  section  15  did 
not  apply,  my  point  is  flint  it  would  not  lie  legally  possible  for  the  new 
State  legislature  to  regulate  air  commerce  between  the  islands  where 
international  airspace  or  international  waters  were  involved;  isn’t  that 
right  { 

Mr.  Stonk,.  That  is  correct.  Under  the  definition  of  interstate  air 
transportation  under  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958  we  say — 


Interstate  transportation,  air  transportation  is  iletineU  in  relevant  part  and 
iwrt  tb)  between  places  in  Hie  same  State  through  the  airspace  over  any  place 
outside  thereof  or  between  places  in  the  same  territory  of  United  States. 


Senator  Jackson.  In  any  event,  we  lawyers,  1 think,  love  to  get 
into  the  legal  gymnastics  of  these'  things  atul  they  can  l>e  rather  inter- 
esting and  intriguing  because  this  is  certainly  a new  adventure  ns  far 
as  applying  Federal  law  to  a State  is  concerned. 

1 would  appreciate  it  very  much  if  you  could  be  available  tomorrow 
at  10  o'clock  and  we  will  try  to  see  if  we  can  save  the  agencies  some 
further  legal  headaches  in  the  future  by  clarifying  to  the  extent  that 
it  is  possible  to  clarify  what  we  have  discussed  here. 

Are  there  any  further  questions?  If  not,  Mr.  Stone,  we  appreciate 
very  much  your  statement. 

Mr.  Stonk.  Thank  you,  sir. 

Senator  Jackson.  If  it  is  agreeable  1 would  like  to  hear  from 
Senator  Heen  now  and  then  recess. 

We  are  very  pleased  to  have  as  our  next  witness  Senator  William 
Heen,  who  has  served  in  the  Hawaiian  house  and  the  senate,  mostly 
in  the  senate,  for  years.  He  declined  to  run  this  last  time.  He  is 
here  representing  the  Hawaiian  Statehood  Commission  as  the  vice- 
chairman  of  that  body. 

You  may  be  seated. 
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STATEMENT  OF  HON.  WILLIAM  H.  KEEN,  TERRITORIAL  SENATOR 

AND  VICE  CHAIRMAN  OF  THE  HAWAIIAN  STATEHOOD  COMMIS- 
SION 

Mr.  Heen.  Mr.  Chairman  and  members  of  the  committee,  my  name 
is  William  H.  Heen.  I am  the  vice  chairman  of  the  Hawaiian  State- 
hood Commission.  I appreciate  very  much  the  courtesy  and  the  recog- 
nition which  you,  Mr.  Chairman,  have  just  accorded  me.  The 
members  of  the  Hawaiian  Statehood  Con. mission,  feeling  that  some- 
one on  its  behalf  should  be  here  to  observe  what  is  going  on  in  con- 
nection with  the  Senate’s  statehood  measure,  delegated  me  to  come 
here  for  that  purpose. 

They  felt  that  failure  to  do  so  might  be  regarded  as  lack  of  further 
interest  on  their  part.  On  the  contrary  they  and  the  people  of  Hawaii 
are  deeply  and  intensely  interested  in  tne  proceedings  which  are  taking 
place  during  what  appears  to  bo  the  final  stages  of  the  campaign  for 
statehood. 

These  are  stirring  and  exciting  times  for  all  of  us.  As  the  granting 
of  statehood  seems  to  be  so  imminent  . For  this  we  are  deeply  grateful 
to  all  of  those  who  have  been  responsible  for  the  rapid  progress  which 
has  been  and  is  now  being  made  toward  granting  statehood  to  Hawaii 
during  the  present  session  of  the  Congress.  To  them  on  behalf  of  my 
people  I wish  to  pay  tribute. 

At  last  our  quest  for  statehood  appears  to  be  approaching  a happy 
and  dramatic  ending.  As  our  50tn  star  stands  poised  ana  ready  to 
burst  out  brilliantly  over  the  horizon  and  into  orbit  in  outer  space, 
to  cast  its  rays  of  freedom  and  democracy  over  the  entire  world. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I have  nothing  new  to  present  to  this  committee. 
Our  qualification  is  to  enjoy  the  privileges  of  full-fledged  American 
citizenship  and  to  assume  and  discharge  the  responsibilities  of  state- 
hood have  been  conclusively  established  by  the  evidence  which  appears 
in  the  voluminous  records  before  you. 

I love  my  native  land  of  Hawaii.  I want  to  see  it  become  a sov- 
ereign State,  to  be  placed  on  an  equal  footing  with  all  the  other  sover- 
eign States  of  the  Nation.  Nothing  more  and  nothing  less.  We  have 
been  a subservient  segment  of  this  Nation,  long  enough,  much  too  long, 
and  we  don’t  want  to  remain  that  way  indefinitely. 

So  I say  to  you,  Mr.  Chairman  and  members  of  the  committee,  give 
us  statehood  now  so  that  we,  with  all  due  reverence  and  with  n heart, 
full  of  love  and  deep  understanding  toward  all,  mav  join  with  the 
American  citizens  of  all  the  other  49  States  of  the  ifnion  in  singing 
for  all  the  peoples  of  the  world,  particularly  those  of  the  Far  East  to 
hear,  God  Bless  America. 

Senator  Jackson.  Thank  you,  Senator  Heen,  for  that  very  fine 
statement. 

Delegate  Bums,  do  you  have  any  questions  ? 

Mr.  Burns.  No,  sir ; I have  no  queetiona 

Senator  Jackson.  Thank  you,  Senator. 

We  have  two  remaining  witnesses  and  in  view  of  the  fact  that 
the  Chair  announced  that  we  would  convene  at  2 I feel  we  should 
recess  at  this  time. 

Mrs,  Worrell,  you  will  be  the  first  witness  at  2 o’clock  this  after- 
noon, to  be  followed  by  Mr.  Masaoka,  representative  of  the  Jap- 
anese American  Citizens  League. 
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W©  will  stand  in  recess  until  2. 

(Whereupon,  at  12 :15  p.m,,  Wednesday,  February  25,  1958,  the 
subcommittee  recessed  to  reconvene  at  2 pun.,  the  same  day.) 

AFTERNOON  SESSION 

Senator  Jackson.  The  committee  will  come  to  order. 

The  next  witness  is  Mrs.  Margaret  Hopkins  Worrell,  past  president 
of  the  Ladies  of  the  Grand  Army  of  the  Republic. 

Mrs.  Worrell,  you  may  be  seated. 

Do  you  have  a prepared  statement? 

STATEMENT  OF  MRS.  MARGARET  HOPKINS  WORRELL,  PRESIDENT- 
GENERAL  OF  THE  WHEEL  OF  PROGRESS 

Mrs.  Worrell.  Yes,  I have  a short  prepared  statement. 

Senator  Jackson.  You  may  proceed. 

Mrs.  Worrell.  Mr.  President,  I will  stand,  if  yon  do  not  mind  my 
standing. 

Senator  Jackson.  It  is  not  necessary  for  you  to  stand,  but  you  may 
proceed  in  your  own  way. 

Mi's.  Worrell.  My  name  is  Mrs.  Margaret  Hopkins  Worrell,  and 
my  residence,  apartment  515,  East  Clifton  Terrace,  Washington,  D.C. 
I am  president -general  of  the  Wli?el  of  Progress,  which  1 am  rep- 
resenting. I am  also  past  national  president  of  the  Ladies  of  the 
Grand  Army  of  the  Republic,  1950,  and  nast  vice  president  of  the 
Women's  Patriotic  Conference  on  National  Defense. 

Mr.  Chairman  and  members  of  this  committee,  I am  pleased  to 
appear  as  an  opponent  of  statehood  for  Hawaii. 

After  th©  queen  was  deposed  in  1893,  and  Mr.  Sanford  Dole  became 
ruler,  a provisional  government  was  formed  which  resol /ed  itself  into 
a Republic;  and  on  July  7, 1898,  Congress  passed  a resolution  annexing 
Hawaii  to  the  United  States.  On  August  12,  1898,  Hawaii  was  for- 
mally annexed  to  the  United  States  as  a Territory.  All  whites,  natives 
of  Ifawaii,  and  persons  of  African  descent,  who  were  citizens  of  Ha- 
waii before  the  annexation,  are  citizens  of  the  United  States.  That 
such  distinction  was  made,  the  question  arises  in  mv  mind — are  all 
citizens  of  Hawaii  citizens  of  the  United  States?  Or  is  there  some 
security  on  immigration  ? 

I think  I can  safely  say  that  the  majority  of  our  people  do  not 
know  that  the  population— Polynesian,  largely  Japanese,  Chinese, 
Asiatics,  mixed  bloods,  miscellaneous  nonwlutes  (Negro,  Puerto 
Rican),  about  75  percent  unassimilablo  in  our  country,  with  25  per- 
cent Caucasian,  which  may  include  our  military,  their  families  and 
U.S.  Government  employees.  It  is  a well  known  fact  that  there  are 
a large  number  of  Communists  in  Hawaii.  On  May  10,  1955,  Hon. 
John  R.  Pillion,  of  New  York,  in  an  address  stated: 

There  have  been  startling  disclosures  of  communistic  controls  in  Hawaii  since 
the  statehood  bill  was  last  considered.  Although  the  Communists  began  their 
activities  in  3937,  the  full  force  of  their  power  did  not  become  apparent  until 
recent  events.  In  Hawaii,  considerable  power  is  centered  in,  and  its  influence 
emanates  from  two  unions,  the  International  Longshoremen’s  (ILWU),  Ware- 
housemen's, and  the  United  Public  Workers  Union  (UPW). 
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Again  on  May  5,  1058,  Congressman  Pillion  stated: 

(Congressional  Kooord)  The  ex  tensive  communistic  inllucnco  in  Hawaii  con- 
tinues to  present  an  alarming  condition  for  ho4, n Hawaii  and  the  Fnitcd  States. 
A careful  study  of  this  does  not  give  you  hope  that  Communist  power  is  on  the 
wane.  Communism  remains  a indent  for- e i>ermeatiiig  the  economic,  political, 
ami  social  structures  of  the  Territory.  The  unions  in  Hawaii  are  controlled  or 
infiltrated  by  Communists  and  have  u membership  of  more  than  30.000.  The 
names  of  Communists  and  jiersnns  * insely  associated  with  the  party,  who  occupy 
positions  of  power  in  the  unions  loon l unions,  and  top  organizations  (IIAVU) 
are  contained  in  the  hearings  of  the  Cn-American  Activities  Committee. 

Tlio  throe  volumes  contain  a startling  revelation  of  the  infiltration 
of  communism  in  the  rank  of  unionized  labor  and  in  the  political  par- 
ties. These  volumes  are  proof  that  the  Communist  Party  controls 
ILWU  lock,  stock,  and  barrel,  definitely  against  the  United  States  and 
could  easily  iwult  in  a tie-up  by  Harry  Bridges’  IIAVU  Longshore- 
meu  that  would  be  disastrous  to  our  country. 

I take  issue  with  the  statement  of  some  proponents  that  there  is  no 
danger  of  communism  in  Hawaii. 

No  argument  was  raised  against  statehood  for  Alaska.  She  was 
on  our  own  soil,  only  37  miles  across  Bering  Strait  from  Siberia,  but 
one  of  the  outstanding  arguments  against  statehood  for  Hawaii  is 
that  she  is  3,000  miles  across  the  Pacific  from  our  40  States.  Let  us 
offer  her  independence,  or  letter  still  give  her  a commonwealth  gov- 
ernment. We  have  two  precedents  for  that,  the  Philippines  and 
Puerto  Rico.  The  same  which  we  have  offered  to  the  Philippines  and 
Puerto  Rico,  nuivta  she  will  accept.  We  are  absolutely  opposed  to 
statehood  for  Hawaii  and  urge  our  representatives  to  deny  statehood 
to  Hawaii,  an  island  in  the  Pacific  thousands  of  miles  from  the  United 
States. 

Thank  you. 

Senator  Jackson.  Thank  you,  Mrs.  Worrell. 

Maybe  you  would  like  to  be  seated. 

Mrs.  WoRitF.rj..  I will  leave  this  little  cartoon  with  you. 

Senator  Jackson.  We  cannot  put  it  in  the  record,  localise  we  do  not 
put  pictures  in  the  record,  but  if  von  have  any  statement  that  you  wish 
to  put  in  the  record,  you  may  do  that. 

Mrs.  WonitEu,.  I am  hard  of  hearing  and  do  not  bear  what  you  are 
saying,  but  1 hope  it  is  complimentary. 

Senator  Jackson.  Thank  you  very  much  for  your  statement.  If 
you  have  any  additional  information  that  you  wish  to  place  in  the 
record,  you  may  do  so. 

Mrs.  Workelt..  Thank  you.  1 was  hoping  that  1 would  have  a 
chance  to  speak  over  in  the  House  tomorrow.  But  l understand  that 
no  persons  except  Senators  are  permitted  to  speak  tomorrow. 

Senator  Jackson.  No,  I think  what  you  have  in  mind  is  that  the 
hearings  have  been  held  by  the  House  Committee  on  Interior  and  In- 
sular Affairs.  The  hearing  tomorrow  is  a procedural  one  before  the 
Rules  Committee  of  The  House  of  Representatives,  and  it  is  customary 
that  that  type  of  hearing  he  confined  to  Members  of  the  House.  1 as- 
sume tliev  do  allow  Senators  in  on  occasion. 

Mrs.  Wommu..  Well,  Mr.  Chairman,  at  the  time  that  they  had  the 
hearing  in  the  House,  we  were  very  busy  with  two  different  conven- 
tions here  in  Washington.  There  was  a Womens  Patriotic  Confer- 
ence on  National  Defense,  and  the  Department  of  the  Potomac  Ladies 
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of  tho  Grand  Army  convention.  AmPnobody  knew  anything  about 
that  hearing.  It  was  in  t lie  papers,  but  we  did  not  read  the  papers. 
We  were  too  busy. 

Senator  Jackson.  I want  you  to  understand  that  you  are  to  be  given 
every  right  to  lie  heard,  and  if  you  have  any  additional  information 
you  wish  to  submit,  you  may  do  so  by  having  it  placed  in  the  hands 
of  the  committee  by  tomorrow,  because  we  are  going  into  executive 
session  tomorrow. 

Is  that  satisfactory  ? . . 

Mrs.  Worrell.  Yes,  I think  I caught  that.  1 am  to  put  it  in  to- 
morrow. 

Senator  Jackson.  Now,  one  question,  ('ail  you  explain  to  me  what 
is  the  nature  of  the  organization  called  "‘Wheel  of  Progress"? 

Mrs.  Worrell.  The  Wheel  of  Progress? 

Senator  Jackson.  The  Wheel  of  Progress. 

Mrs.  Wokrelu  It  was  organized  in  1924. 

Senator  Jackson.  Whom  do  you  represent  l 

Mrs.  Workeli*  I am  the  president-general. 

Senator  Jackson.  Who  belongs  to  the  Wheel  of  Progress,  and  what 
are  its  objectives? 

Mr.  Worrell.  I am  also  the  past  national  president  of  the  Ladies 
Grand  Army  of  the  Republic,  1950. 

Senator  J ackson.  Yes ; but  could  you  just  explain  the  purpose  of  the 
Wheel  of  Progress? 

Mrs.  Worrell.  No,  but  I will. 

Senator  Jackson.  Very  briefly. 

Mrs.  Worrell.  I will  tell  you  that  the  Wheel  of  Progress  is  to  de- 
fend the  Constitution  and  get  the  people  out  to  use  their  franchise. 

Senator  Jackson.  And  how  many  members  do  you  have? 

Mrs.  Worrell.  I do  not  have  the  number  of  members,  but  we  have 
small  locals  throughout  the  United  States,  just  small  locals  all  around. 
I do  not  know  the  exact  membership.  I do  not  keep  it  at  all.  I leave 
that  to  the  secretary. 

Senator  Jackson.  Are  you  here  representing  the  Ladies  of  the 
Grand  Army  of  the  Republic? 

Mrs.  WorreiJi.  Well,  I am  representing  them  so  far  as  I am  the  past 
president.  But  we  will  not  have  another  convention  until  next  August 
m California.  We  will  have  our  convention  in  California  next  year. 

Senator  Jackson.  Have  they  taken  a stand  against  statehood  for 
Hawaii? 

Mi's.  Worrell.  I think  that  they  will  all  be 

Senator  Jackson.  No,  no.  That  is  not  the  question.  Have  they  in 
the  past,  up  to  now,  taken  a stand  against  statehood  for  Hawaii  ? 

Mrs.  Worrell,  Our  department  has  taken  that  stand,  yes. 

Senator  Jackson.  Ana  when  was  that  taken? 

Mrs.  Worrell.  That  was  taken  I guess  the  7th  or  6th  of  February. 
We  had  a convention  here,  you  know. 

Senator  Jackson.  Yes.  This  year? 

Mrs.  Worrell.  And  we  took  that  stand.  I am  sure  they  would  have 
all  taken  it  if  they  would  have  had  a convention. 

Senator  Jackson.  Thank  you  very  much.  That  is  all. 

Senator  Jackson.  The  next  witness  is  Mr,  Mike  M.  Masaoka,  the 
Washington  representative  of  the  Japanese- American  Citizens 
League. 
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STATEMENT  OF  MIKE  M.  MASAOKA,  WASHINGTON  REPRESENTA- 
TIVE, JAPANESE- AMERICAN  CITIZENS  LEAGUE 

Mr.  Masaoka.  Mr.  ClmirniRn  and  members  of  the  committee,  there 
is  not  much  we  can  say  at  this  time  in  the  way  of  new  material,  but  I 
do  think  as  a person' of  Japanese  ancestry  it  was  most  impressive 
to  me  this  morning  to  hear  you,  the  chairman,  and  the  memlicrs  of 
your  subcommittee,  speak  of'  the  great  international  implications  of 
statehood  for  Hawaii;  because  it  seems  that  you  agree  wit  It  us  that  the 
cosmopolitan  population  of  Hawaii  is  an  argument  for  and  not  against 
statehood.  I shall,  of  course,  develop  this  point  a little  hit  more. 

hut  in  reference  to  the  statements  of  the  last  witness,  I would 
simply  like,  since  it  follows  pretty  much  my  own  statement,  to  have 
my  statement  incorporated  into  the  record  and  bo  permitted  to  sum- 
marize it  iu  terms  of  the  last  witness’  statement. 

Senator  Jackson.  You  may  do  so. 

(The  statement  of  Mike  M.  Mnsaoka  is  as  follows:) 

Statkmknt  or  Muck  M.  Masaoka,  Wasiunoton  Hkfkknkntativk,  Jacanksk- 

AMKRICAN  1*IT1ZRNS  Lkaock 

Mr.  Chairman,  my  name  Is  Mike  M.  Masaoka,  Washington  representative  of 
the  Japanese-  American  Oil  irons  Longue,  the  only  nntteiml  organization  of  Ameri- 
cana of  Japanese  ancestry  In  this  country. 

On  behalf  of  our  85  chapters  ami  more  than  1S.OOO  American  citizen  members 
In  SO  States  ami  the  District  of  Columbia,  1 am  authorized  ami  directed  to  urge 
Immediate  statehood  for  the  long  deserving  Territory  of  Hawaii. 

Ever  since  the  end  of  World  War  II,  every  biennial  National  ,l.\Cf#  Convention 
unanimously  has  resolved  to  urge  statehood  for  Hawaii  as  betng  in  the  national 
and  international  interest  of  our  Nation,  as  well  as  a measure  of  Justice  to 
the  residents  of  this  Pacific  Territory.  In  our  opinion,  every  passing  biennium 
has  Increased  the  urgency  of  statehood.  Ami,  since  Alaska  was  admitted  into 
the  Federal  Union  as  a State  in  the  last  session  of  Congress.  In  the  words  of  the 
President,  any  further  delay  would  be  “unconscionable". 

It  Is  significant  that  a month  ago  the  House  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs 
Committee  l»egHh  Its  hearings  on  this  legislation  and  that  It  has  already  rcjiortcd 
favorably  the  hill  which  Is  currently  before  the  Rules  Commit lec  for  clearance. 
With  this  sutH'ouuu  It  tee  beginning  Us  hearings  this  early  In  the  session,  we  are 
ho|>eful  flint  In  the  immediate  future  Congress  will  extend  to  Hawaii,  too,  that 
equal  status  which  will  enable  It  to  lie  the  50th  star  In  our  Federal  Constellation 
this  Fourth  of  July. 

Wo  are  aware  that  to  most  members  of  tills  committee  and  the  Congress  the 
background  facts  and  the  arguments  both  for  and  against  statehood  for  Hawaii 
aro  an  old  and  oftrepented  story,  since  the  House  and  Senate  Committees  on 
Interior  and  Insular  Affairs  have  held  22  hearings  on  this  snbjtvl  since  11X15, 
hearing  more  than  850  witnesses  both  in  Washington  and  In  the  Territory  who 
have  Ailed  more  than  0,000  pages  of  printed  testimony.  None  of  the  *10  States 
have  been  subjected  to  such  Intensive  investigation  ami  study  as  lias  Ih*ou 
Hawaii. 

Alaska,  with  its  scattered,  scant  population,  with  Its  vast  landinass.  Its  nil* 
dcvclo|>ed  economy,  its  proximity  to  a potential  enemy.  Its  distance  over  foreign 
lam!  from  the  Nation’s  Capital,  was  admitted— and  rightfully  6o — us  our  40th 
State  Inst  year. 

In  that  historic  notion,  the  Congress  answered  all  the  legitimate  questions 
regarding  Hawaii’s  qualifications  in  the  affirmative,  for  these  Pacific  Islands 
by  every  standard  previously  used  are  as  qualified— If  not  more  so — than  was  our 
northern  Territory  last  session. 

Hut,  there  are  two  major  charges  advanced— often  surreptitiously  at  least  ns 
to  one — which  supposedly  disqualify  Hawaii  for  statehood:  her  cosmopolitan 
population  and  her  Hlteged  Communist  problem, 

That  such  prejudicial  appeals  as  these  are  used  are  indicative  to  us.  of  the 
complete  lack  of  any  real  grounds  for  denying  any  longer  statehood  to  Hawaii. 

It  era  use  of  our  membership  and  our  long  experience  with  race  discrimination 
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against  Orlental-Amoricans,  wo  believe  that  wo  owe  a duty  to  the  Congress  to 
evaluate,  fmnkly,  honestly,  nnd  o]>enly,  In>t h of  these  argnmeuts  In  the  tight 
of  what  we  consider  to  bo  the  f Acte  of  ttie  sit  tint  ion. 

First,  as  to  Hawaii's  preponderantly  non -European  population,  we  auhmlt 
that  this  Is  one  of  the  most  polent  arguments  for— and  contrary  to  those  who 
insinuate  otherwise,  not  against  -statehood. 

The  harsh  realities  of  this  troubled,  tension-tilled  world  are  such  that  the 
destiny  of  free  men  and  of  free  nations,  Including  our  own,  may  well  be  deter- 
mined by  the  two-thirds  of  the  world’s  population  that  Inhabit  the  ao-entled 
Fncltio  Hah! ii. 

Both  the  Soviet  Union  and  Hint  Chinn  nro  cognizant  that  the  hahincc  of 
power  Ilea  lu  this  vast  area,  and  they  nro  systematically  attempting  to  win  the 
minds  and  the  hearts  of  men  with  their  economic,  military,  and  psychological 
weapons. 

In  the  Orient  there  Is  a saying  that  “One  picture  la  worth  a thousand  word*”. 

The  Communists  have  much  to  say,  and  inert'  to  promise,  to  the  restless  peoples 
of  the  Far  Hast  who,  stirred  by  the  spirit  of  nationalism,  nro  yen  ruing  to  break 
the  bonds  of  colonialism  and  to  gain  acceptance  nnd  dignity  among  the  nations 
of  the  earth. 

Thus  fnr,  we  have  demonstrated  our  good  faith  and  our  belief  in  the  self- 
determination  of  peoples.  We  granted  hide  pendent  to  the  Philippines  as  we 
promised.  We  helped  reconstruct  and  rehabilitate  refcAtod  Jnpan  along  demo- 
cratic principles  and  then  restored  her  soverlgnty.  We  made  the  major  con- 
tribution to  tho  defense  nud  the  existence  of  Free  Korea.  We  are  responsible 
that  a Free  Uhlan  eonilnuw  to  survive.  We  have  bolstered  the  lighting  forces 
mid  the  economies  of  Southeast  Asln  with  our  foreign  aid. 

While  on  one  hand  we  have  demoust rated  our  good  will  toward  those  of 
Aslan  ancestry,  on  the  other  we  hnve  continued  to  deny  equality  of  status  and 
have  discriminated  against  an  Integral  iwrt  of  our  Nation,  an  lucori>orntcd  Ter- 
ritory for  more  than  HO  years,  whose  voters  overwhelmingly  time  and  time 
again  expressed  their  determination  to  he  ftill-tiedgcd,  participating  citizens 
of  the  United  States. 

To  the  millions  of  dark-skinned  | tropic  who  predominate  on  earth,  regardless 
of  onr  explanations,  the  only  reason  they  understand  to  deny  statehood  to 
Hawaii  is  because  there  are  so  many  persons  of  Aslan  and  Polynesian  ancestry 
resident  there.  This  npjmrcnt  discrimination  Is  emphasized  by  Alaska's  admit- 
tance last  year  Into  the  sisterhood  of  States,  leaving  Hawaii  ns  the  only  remain- 
ing IneorjHirated  Territory  in  our  country. 

The  grunt  of  statehood  to  Hawaii,  with  Its  many  persons  of  Japanese,  Poly- 
nesian. Chinese,  Korean.  Filipino,  nud  other  ancestries  at  this  time  would,  In 
our  opinion,  ho  a positive,  constructive  step  In  our  efforts  to  prove  that  our  prac- 
tices live  up  to  onr  professions. 

To  our  mind,  more  than  any  other  single  act  that  might  he  undertaken  by  this 
Congress  and  Government,  statehood  for  Hawaii  would  be  the  picture  of  de- 
mocracy In  action  that  will  offset  the  thousands  of  words  poured  out  by  the 
Communist  hatemongers  against  us. 

Hawaii,  already  a meeting  place  for  tho  Bast  and  the  West*  l»y  Its  very  location 
ns  the  crossroads  of  the  Pacific,  could,  and  should,  ho  our  living  showcase  of 
democracy. 

Indeed,  at  tho  present  time,  thousands  of  students  annually  from  all  of  Free 
Asia  nro  Invited  by  our  Government  to  come  to  Hawaii  to  study  not  only  our 
way  of  life  but  also  our  methods  of  production. 

One  can  easily  Imagine  what  some  of  these  students  must  think  when  they 
learn  that*  though  Hawnllaus  pay  taxes  and  fulfill  all  other  obligations  of  citi- 
zenship, tboy,  like  so  many  of  their  revolutionary  fathers  on  the  mainland  more 
than  18H  years  ngo,  cannot  vote  for  their  own  represent  a tlvcs,  or  executives, 
or  judges.  Once  Hawaii  becomes  a State,  however,  these  students  would  better 
appreciate  the  meanlug  of  democracy  and  would  t>c  better  able  to  witness  It  In 
action.  Then,  ou  their  return  to  their  respective  homelands,  they  could  better 
preach  the  gosiwt  of  fi'eedom  and  equality. 

If  Hawaii  is  admitted  to  statehood,  the  peoples  of  Asia  particularly  would 
know  that  persona  of  their  own  ancestry  are  able  to  participate  fully  and  suc- 
cessfully In  the  democratic  system*  Such  visible  knowledge  would  give  them 
assurance  that  this  way  of  life. Is  practical  and  appropriate  for  them  too. 

Moreover*  It  will  give  to  the  United  States  and  to  the  free  world  a new  clU- 
aenry  which,  by  Its  very  background,  culture,  aud  feeling,  is  beet*  qualified  to 
explain  our  Ideals  And  our  objectives  to  the  peoples  of  Asia  and  to  interpret 
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fdr  us  the  hopes  and  aspirations  of  most  of  tho  world's  imputation.  Indeed,’ 
considering  that  wo  aro  toast  informed  about  these  peoples,  Hawn  Han- Americans 
who  trace  their  ancestries  to  tho  new  nations  of  Asia  could  render  our  country- 
an  invaluable  service  in  establishing  mutual  understanding  and  comity. 

The  strategic  importance  of  Hawaii  to  our  national  security  cannot  be  over- 
estimated. 

In  World  War  II,  It  was  tho  first  American  territory  to  he  attacked.  And, 
from  this  great  staging  area,  we  moved  on  to  the  ultimate  victory  that  was 
Ours.  Toaay,  Soviet  and  lied  Chinese  proiuigandists  point  to  the  racist  argu- 
ments used  against  statehood  as  living  proof  of  American  attitudes  toward 
those  of  Aslan  ancestry.  Statehood  would  make  Hawaii  the  great  staging  area 
for  the  grand  offensive  that  may  put  the  lie  to  Communist  propaganda  in  the 
Far  East. 

Perhaps  it  is  not  enough  to  stress  that  Hawaii’s  mixed  population  is  a primary 
reason  for,  not  against,  statehood. 

Perhaps  the  record  needs  testimony  against  the  old  slanders  that  have  been 
resurrected  against  those  of  Asian  ancestry,  particularly  Japanese  Americans, 
Impugning  their  loyalty  and  questioning  their  assimliahility  into  the  democratic 
social  order  in  spite  of  the  clear  and  eloquent  record. 

Though  the  dramatic  story  of  the  loyalty  of  jiersons  of  Japanese  ancestry  in 
Hawaii  during  and  after  World  War  II  is  comparatively  well  known  to  most 
Interested  Americans,  their  earlier  contributions  are  no  less  important  and 
significant. 

The  early  Japanese  immigrants  worked  on  the  plantations  and  helped  develop 
the  economy  of  the  Territory.  They  fished  off  the  shores  and  pioneered  in 
the  presently  lucrative  commercial  fishing  of  that  area.  They  helped  develop* 
trade  with  the  Orient,  and  Hawaii  became  known  as  the  gateway  to  the  Far  East. 

In  agriculture,  in  commerce  and  trade,  in  fishing,  in  horticulture,  and  in  every 
aspect  of  human  endeavor  in  Hawaii,  they  left  their  mark  as  enterprising,  thrifty 
people  whose  first  great  love  was  the  islands  to  which  they  had  migrated  in 
search  of  opportunities  and  liberties  they  could  not  find  in  their  homeland  of 
Japan. 

They  early  began  to  participate  In  community  activities  and  learned  to  appre- 
ciate the  democratic  way  of  life.  They  sent  their  children  to  the  public  schools,, 
and  they  demonstrated  their  real  Americanism  in  the  loyalty  and  allegiance  they 
inculcated  in  their  children,  a loyalty  and  allegiance  which  proved  itself  In 
World  War  II. 

In  World  War  II,  American  citizens  of  Japanese  ancestry — Nisei — in  Hawaii, 
formed  the  all-Nisei  100th  Infantry  Battalion. 

Later,  the  100th  was  integrated  into  the  442d  Regimental  Combat  Team,  an 
all-Nisei  outfit  composed  of  volunteers  from  Hawaii  and  the  mainland  of  the 
United  States. 

In  connection  with  this  volunteer  combat  team,  the  Army  called  for  only  1,600 
volunteers  from  Hawaii.  In  less  than  3 days,  more  than  10,000  responded ; in* 
a week,  more  than  15,000  had  volunteered.  The  Army  decided  to  accept  2,500. 

Between  them  the  442d  ami  the  100th  made  history  without  parallel  in  Amer- 
ican military  aunnls.  According  to  the  record,  they  were  awarded  more  medals 
and  combat  decorations  for  their  size  and  length  of  service  in  the  line  than  any 
other  U.S.  infantry  unit  in  the  last  or  any  previous  war. 

Fighting  in  Italy  and  France,  the  100th  and  442d  became  famed  as  the  “Purple* 
Heart  Regiment.”  They  were  in  7 major  campaigns,  suffering  9,486  casualties,- 
or  314  percent  of  their  original  strength. 

The  unit  received  18,143  individual  decorations  and  medals  and  7 Presidential 
distinguished  unit  citations. 

In  the  Pacific,  in  the  war  against  the  land  of  their  ancestry,  thousands  of 
Nlsei-Amerlcans  served  with  equal  distinction.  For  security  reasons,  little 
publicity  has  been  given  to  the  activities  of  these  Japanese-Americans  against 
the  Japanese  enemy. 

Today,  however.  It  is  known  that  Gen.  Charles  A.  Willoughby,  chief  of  staff 
for  intelligence  under  Gen.  Douglas  MaeArthur,  credited  the  Nisei  in  the  Pacific, 
who  served  mainly  as  combat  intelligence  troops,  with  shortening  by  many 
months  the  war  against  Japan.  To  them,  General  Willoughby  attributed  the 
savings  of  untold  thousands  of  casualties  and  billions  of  dollars. 

In  the  occupation  of  Japan,  additional  thousands  of  Nisei  were  called  upon  to 
serve  as  the  eyes  and  ears  of  the  occupation  in  the  role  of  interpreters  and 
translators  and  administrators. 
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While  this  occupation  duty  did  not  have  the  color  or  the  drama  of  active  com- 
bat service,  the  work  of  the  Japanese-Amerieans  contributed  in  great  measure 
to  the  unprecedented  success  of  the  American  occupation  In  Japan  and  to  the 
promotion  of  democratic  principles  and  general  good  will  toward  the  United 
States. 

On  the  homefront,  resident  alien  Japanese — Issei — although  technically  enemy 
aliens  during  World  War  II,  helped  to  build  airfields  and  other  military  instal- 
lations, much  of  It  voluntarily  and  without  pay. 

These  alien  Japanese  in  Hawaii  contributed  generously  to  the  blood  banks, 
and  actively  participated  and  supported  the  USO  program.  Per  capita,  it  has 
been  said  that  these  resident  alien  Japanese  purchased  more  war  bonds  than 
any  other  comparable  group  in  the  United  States. 

In  addition,  many  alien  Japanese  who  were  young  enough  to  qualify  volun- 
teered for  service  in  the  United  States  Army.  At  the  time  these  men  volun- 
teered, under  the  old  Nationality  Act  of  1940  and  previous  statutes,  they  were 
ineligible  for  naturalization. 

The  Congress  amended  the  naturalization  privileges  extended  to  most  other 
aliens  who  served  in  our  Armed  Forces  to  include  alien  Japanese,  and  many 
became  citizens  under  this  special  legislation. 

Other  alien  Japanese  who  were  bilingual  were  used  in  the  Army  and  Navy 
language  schools  to  teach  soldiers,  sailors,  marines,  and  airmen  the  Japanese 
language.  Still  others  served  with  the  Office  of  Strategic  Services  in  enemy 
intelligence,  counterespionage,  drawiiu?  maps  by  which  Japan  was  bombed,  and 
In  translating  and  interpreting  captured  enemy  documents. 

It  should  be  remembered  that  in  connection  with  these  contributions  to  the 
military  victory  that  these  alien  Japanese  were,  because  they  were  barred  by 
our  naturalization  laws  from  acquiring  citizenship,  actually  traitors  to  the 
country  of  their  own  nationality. 

Had  Japan  won  the  war,  it  is  not  difficult  to  imagine  what  their  lot  would 
have  been. 

Iu  any  assessment  of  tlieir  allegiance,  this  fact  should  be  kept  In  mind : The 
alien  Japanese  demonstrated  their  greater  love  for  their  adopted  land  as  against 
the  land  of  their  nativity  and  nationality. 

Prior  to  World  War  II,  racist  myths  were  current,  ascribing  to  all  persons 
of  Japanese  ancestry,  citizens  and  aliens  alike,  an  unswerving  loyalty  to  the 
Kmperor  of  Japan.  Immediately  after  the  Japanese  attack  on  Pearl  Harbor, 
wild  and  distorted  rumors  asserting  that  the  Japanese  in  Hawaii  engaged  in 
sabotage  and  espionage  were  circulated. 

The  fact  of  the  matter  is  that  according  to  the  Federal  Bureau  of  Investiga- 
tion and  the  Army  and  Navy  Intelligence  not  a single  case  of  espionage  and  sabo- 
tage was  committed  by  a resident  alien  or  citizen  of  Japanese  origin  before, 
during,  and  after  the  attack  on  Pearl  Harbor.  Indeed,  the  first  Japanese -enemy 
captured  was  by  a Japanese- American. 

Although  purchased  at  a high  cost  in  lives  and  personal  resources,  the  mag- 
nificent wartime  record  of  the  Nisei  and  Issei  In  Hawaii  and  the  United  States 
conclusively  demonstrated  that — 

Americanism  is  a matter  of  the  mind  and  the  heart ; 

Americanism  is  not,  and  never  was,  a matter  of  race  or  ancestry. 

More  recently,  on  the  battlefields  of  Korea,  the  men  of  Hawaii  were  again 
fighting  and  dying  with  their  fellow  Americans  from  the  continental  United 
States.  As  in  World  War  II,  Americans  of  Japanese  ancestry  carried  their  share 
of  the  load,  for  the  records  reveal  that  based  upon  population  more  than  three 
times  os  many  Japanese-Amerieans  were  wounded  and  killed  In  Korea  than 
the  national  average. 

In  this  record  of  devotion  and  sacrifice  lies  the  answer  to  those  who  ques- 
tion the  loyalty  of  the  so-called  Japanese  population  in  Hawaii.  They  have 
purchased  with  their  blood  the  right  to  be  accepted  as  Americans  individually 
and  to  have  statehood  extended  to  the  Territory  that  gave  them  birth  and 
imbued  in  them  that  spirit  of  liberty  and  freedom  that  inspired  their  wartime 
gallantry. 

If  to  assimilate  American  ideals  and  traditions  is  to  understand  the  meaning 
of  democracy  and  to  have  such  faith  as  to  he  willing  to  go  out  and  die  for  our 
country  in  spite  of  prejudice,  discrimination,  mistreatment,  and  persecution 
such  as  Japanese-Amerieans  were  subject  to  after  the  attack  on  Pearl  Harbor, 
then  Americans  of  Japanese  ancestry  in  Hawaii  have  been  completely  assimi- 
lated into  our  way  of  life. 
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If  assimilation  moans  obedience  to  law,  education  In  American  schools  and 
Institutions,  con.  Ibutlons  to  civic  drives,  participation  in  local  and  community 
activities,  enjoying  sports,  etc.,  then  too  Hawaiian  Americans  of  Asian  ancestry 
are  assimilated. 

Because  the  Japanese  comprise  a third  of  the  population  in  Hawaii,  some  fears 
have  been  expressed  that  Japanese- Americans  will  vote  a?  a bloc,  once  Hawaii 
becomes  a State,  and  thus  control  the  political  destiny  of  the  islands. 

A quick  look  at  nisei  participation  in  Hawaiian  politics  will  dispel  this  fear 
and  myth  of  bloc  voting. 

In  Hawaii,  ns  on  the  mainland,  Japanese  Americans  are  active  in  both  political 
parties.  In  Hawaii  they  enjoy  positions  of  influence  in  both  parties ; they  have 
been  elected  and  appointed  to  local  and  Territorial  offices. 

In  the  last  election,  and  prior  thereto,  It  was  not  uncommon  to  find  Japanese- 
Americans  vying  with  each  other  as  representatives  of  the  Republican  and  Demo- 
cratic Parties  for  the  same  post,  or  to  find  a Japanose-Amerlcnn  representing 
a predominantly  non-Japanese  district,  or  to  find  a non-Japanese  representing 
an  overwhelmingly  Japanese  area. 

Among  the  Hawaiian  Jnpnnese-Americnns,  as  with  any  other  group  in  the 
United  States,  party  politics  and  voting  are  based  upon  the  same  factors  of 
dally  living  and  economic  interests  which  motivate  any  other  people  to  vote  for 
the  candidates  of  one  party  In  preference  to  another. 

Another  expressed  fear  is  Hawaii's  alien  population,  most  of  whom  until 
recently  were  Japanese. 

Until  the  enactment  of  the  Immigration  and  Nationality  Act  tn  1052,  Aslan 
aliens  with  the  exception  of  Chinese,  1043,  Filipinos  and  Fast  Indians,  1040,  were 
ineligible  by  Federal  law  to  become  naturalized  citizens  of  the  United  States. 

This  accounts  for  the  fact  that  until  December  24.  1052 — the  effective  date  of 
the  Immigration  and  Nationality  Act— there  were  so  many  aliens  of  Asian  ex- 
traction in  the  Territory,  for  they  represented  the  Immigrant,  pioneer  group 
from  the  Far  East 

Since  enactment  of  the  Immigration  and  Nationality  Act,  Japanese  aliens, 
along  with  other  Asian  nationals,  swamped  the  Immigration  and  Naturalization 
Service  and  district  court  facilities  lu  such  numbers  as  to  establish  a precedent 
for  the  naturalization  of  any  racial  group  in  such  a record  time. 

An  estimated  more  than  10,000  alien  Japanese  in  Hawaii  have  become  natu- 
ralized citizens  since  this  privilege  was  extended  to  them  just  7 years  ago. 

At  this  rate  of  naturalization,  and  since  the  average  age  of  the  alien  Japanese 
Is  now  close  to  70,  within  another  5 years  there  will  remain  few.  if  any,  aliens 
of  Japanese  nationality. 

These  new  citizens  have  not  voted  as  a bloc,  for  even  as  aliens  they  expressed 
their  preference  for  either  of  the  major  political  parties  on  other  than  racial 
grounds  to  guide  their  citizen  children. 

Furthermore,  because  they  were  so  long  denied  the  franchise  even  In  Territorial 
elections,  they  are  probably  more  aware  of  the  issues  and  the  candidates  than 
those  who  have  been  able  to  vote  automatically  by  the  accident  of  birth  in 
Hawaii  or  In  the  United  States  proper. 

Speaking  of  politics,  it  should  be  noted  that  perhaps  more  than  In  any  other 
section  of  our  Nation  many  young  veterans  of  World  War  II  and  Korea  are 
taking  an  active  Interest  In  politics.  Both  the  Republicans  and  Democrats  are 
benefiting  from  this  new  blood,  the  Democrats  probably  more  than  the  GOP  if 
the  more  recent  Territorial  legislature  and  delegate  elections  Are  taken  into 
account. 

In  1950,  Japanese-American  delegates  attended  both  the  Democratic  and  Re- 
publican National  Nominating  Conventions  in  Chicago  and  San  Francisco,  re- 
spectively. Both  party  platform  committees  had  Japanese-Americans  from  Ha- 
waii serving  to  help  write  party  policies  And  principles. 

The  present  Democratic  national  committeeman  from  Hawaii  Is  a Japanese- 
American  dentist 

While  statehood  is  not,  and  should  not  be,  a partisan  issue  in  the  Territory, 
there  is  no  doubt  that  the  actions  of  their  party  representatives  here  in  the 
National  Congress  may  well  determine  the  future  of  both  the  Democratic  and 
Republican  Parties  in  Hawaii  for  many  years  to  come. 

Accordingly,  the  words  and,  what  is  more,  the  actions  of  every  Democrat  and 
Republican  in  both  the  Senate  and  the  House  will  be  carefully  examined  In  the 
light  of  the  parliamentary  maneuvers  and  the  vote  on  the  most  'mportant  of  alt 
issues  to  the  electorate  of  the  present  Pacific  Territory. 
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The  overwhelming  sentiment  among  Japanese- Americans,  as  among  the  entire 
population,  Is  for  statehood.  Before  the  war,  the  margin  of  Hawallans  favor- 
ing statehood  was  more  than  3 to  1.  Among  the  nisei,  the  proportions  were 
even  more  lopsided.  And  it  is  greater  today. 

The  desire  for  equal  status  is  the  understandable  spirit  which  motivates  those 
who  urge  statehood. 

When  the  Congress  enacted  the  Immigration  and  Nationality  Act  of  1952, 
in  effect  it  lifted  the  legislative  mark  of  inferiority  from  the  Japanese  people  by 
admitting  them  to  citizenship  through  naturalization,  aud  extending  to  Japan, 
their  ancestral  homeland,  immigration  quotas. 

That  act  was  hailed  in  Hawaii  as  an  indication  of  the  acceptance  of  the  Japa- 
nese as  Individuals  by  their  own  Government. 

In  the  last  4 years  two  Japancse-American  attorneys  were  nominated  and 
confirmed  for  the  Federal  judiciary:  Den  Tnshiro  ns  judge  of  a district  court, 
and  Masaji  Marumoto  ns  an  associate  justice  of  the  Territorial  supreme  court. 

This  means  that  In  the  judgment  of  the  Executive  who  nominated  them,  and 
of  the  Judiciary  Committee  and  the  Senate  that  confirmed  their  appointments, 
Japanese-Americnns  are  qualified  as  individuals  for  even  the  most  important 
responsibilities  of  citizenship  in  a growing  democracy. 

Statehood  is  the  remaining  step  In  that  progress  for  equality  of  status.  State- 
hood will  mean,  not  ouly  for  those  of  Japanese  origin,  but  also  for  every  American 
in  Hawaii,  acceptance  as  equal  partners  iu  the  United  States  to  which  they 
have  contributed  so  much  and  asked  so  little. 

In  1D50  the  citizens  of  Hawaii  held  a constitutional  convention  and  drafted  a 
State  constitution  that  could  well  serve  as  a model  document  for  many  States  and 
governments.  This  action  on  their  part  shows  their  clear  willingness  to  assume 
the  responsibilities  of  being  an  active  and  integral  part  of  the  Union. 

At  the  moment,  they  feel  like  the  stepchild  who  is  almost  a member  of  the 
family.  Their  citizens  feel  their  second-class  status  keenly,  for  they  appreciate 
the  fact  that  though  their  taxation  without  representation  may  not  he  tyranny, 
iu  the  revolutionary  sense  of  1770.  it  does  represent,  nevertheless,  a lack  of 
appreciation  for  their  capabilities  and  desires  on  the  part  of  tlieir  Government 
which  at  times  seems  far  more  removed  than  by  distance  alone  and  which 
sometimes  seems  to  he  more  solicitous  aud  responsive  to  the  requests  of  foreign 
nations. 

Aside  from  the  charges  that  the  population  of  Hawaii  is  too  predominantly 
Asian  in  ancestry,  and  uot  European,  the  second  major  appeal  agoinst  statehood 
Is  the  alleged  Communist  menace. 

In  addition  to  the  reports  of  the  Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation,  the  Armed 
Forces  security  agencies,  and  the  House  Un-American  Activities  Committee  as 
to  the  extent  and  the  influence  of  Communists  and  fellow  travelers,  there  Is  the 
most  impressive  record  of  the  Territorial  legislature  aud  the  people  to  refute 
any  claims  of  Communist  domination. 

If  the  Communists  and  their  henchmen  were  bo  powerful,  how  does  one 
account  for  section  3,  article  XIV.  of  the  Constitution  which  was  promulgated 
for  the  50th  State  9 years  ago  f!950)  w’bleh  specifically  relates  to  this  subject 
in  these  words:  “No  person  who  advocates,  or  who  aids  or  belongs  to  any  party, 
organization  or  association  w’hlch  advocates,  the  overthrow’  by  force  or  violence 
of  the  government  of  this  State  or  of  the  United  States  shall  be  qualified  to  hold 
any  public  office  or  employment"?  To  the  best  of  our  knowledge  and  information, 
there  la  no  constitution  of  any  State  in  the  Union  which  provide**  automatic  dis- 
qualification for  public  office  and  employment  of  ComimmiHs  Mbnv  travelers 
such  as  that  written  into  the  constitution  of  the  new  State  cf  Hawaii. 

Implicit  in  the  insinuations  regarding  communism  is  that  member*  of  the 
International  Longshoremen’s  and  Warehousemen’s  Union,  which  it  supposedly 
controlled  by  Communists  and  fellow  travelers,  are  under  Communist  domination. 
Since  ninny  Japanese- Am  erica  ns  and  other  Americans  of  Aslan  ancestry  are 
also  members  of  this  union,  there  is  the  presumption  that  those  of  Oriental 
background  have  an  affinity  for  communism. 

The  Korean  war  offers  irrefutable  and  dramatic  proof  to  the  contrary. 

Senate  Feport  No.  1164.  of  the  1st  session  of  the  85th  Congress,  ordered  to 
bo  printed  August  20,  1957,  “Providing  for  the  admission  of  the  State  of  Hawaii 
Into  the  Union,"  summarizes  this  record  in  the  following  sentences: 

“Not  one  case  of  cowardice  by  a Hawaii  soldier  in  the  face  of  the  Communist 
enemy  was  recorded  in  Korea. 

“Not  one  case  of  successful  Bed  ’brainwashing'  of  any  Hawaii  soldier  was 
recorded. 
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“Not  one  case  of  a Hawaii  soldier's  desertion  to  the  enemy  was  recorded. 

“Of  the  22  American  servicemen  who  refused  repatriation  after  the  Korean 
war  in  favor  of  remaining  with  the  Communists  * * * there  was  not  1 from 
Hawaii. 

“There  were  426  Hawaii  boys  killed  in  Korea  action,  a death  toll  4,/fc  times 
the  killed-in-action  average  for  the  rest  of  the  Ur!‘ed  States.  There  were 
1,352  total  battle  casualties  from  Hawaii,  a rate  of  3 times  as  great  as  the 
casualty  rate  per  capita  for  the  rest  of  the  Nation.” 

There  is  evidence  that  among  these  Korean  war  troops  were  many  American 
soldiery  of  Asian,  including  Japanese,  ancestry  who  were  also  members  of 
the  ITAVr.  That  none  defected  to  the  enemy  under  the  difficult  t irritms lances 
of  that  conflict  is  proof  enough  that  Hawailan-Auiericans.  regardless  of  their 
ancestry,  were  at  least  as  loyal  as  any  other  American  from  any  of  the  States 
on  the  mainland. 

Finally,  again  quoting  from  the  Senate  Report  of  the  preceding  Congress  on  this 
subject:  “The  (Interior  and  Insular  Affairs)  committee  is  convinced,  and 
there  Is  no  evidence  to  the  contrary,  that  a grant  of  statehood  will  not  in  any 
way  decrease  the  ability  of  the  Nation  or  the  people  of  Hawaii  to  combat  the 
malignancy  of  communism.  On  the  contrary,  the  people  of  Hawaii  have  taken 
unprecedented  steps  to  protect  themselves  and  have  shown  superior  recognition 
of  the  menace.  Therefore,  the  committee  believes  that  statehood  will  provide 
a suitable  and  effective  political  structure  through  which  the  people  of  Hawaii 
can  and  will  hasten  tlK  destruction  of  the  last  vestiges  of  Communist  influence.” 

It  is  our  considered  judgment— regardless  of  what  the  official  Communist  line 
may  he — that  the  Communists  do  not  want  statehood  for  Hawaii,  for  such 
equality  of  status  would  deprive  international  communism  of  one  of  its  most 
effective  and  dramatic  illustrations  of  alleged  western  disregard  for  persons  of 
Aslan  ancestry. 

Statehood — now — would  be  a potent  weapon  against  communism,  for  commu- 
nism feeds  on  discontent,  humiliation,  indignity,  and  a persecution  complex. 
We  do  not  imply  that  Hnwaiinn-Americans  fit  this  description,  but  the  Com- 
munists paint  their  Inability  to  aevldeve  equality  with  their  mainland  citizens 
in  these  terms  because  those  they  seek  to  indoctrinate,  relate  these  conditions 
with  those  they  know  in  their  respective  countries. 

Statehood  for  Hawaii  is  more  than  a political  issue  of  the  moment : It  is  au 
international  token  of  our  real  intentions  in  dealing  with  the  problems  of  this 
difficult  world  in  the  nuclear,  space  age.  Only  illogleally  and  self-defeatingly 
can  we  preach  democracy  to  others  while  denying  proper  and  long-overdue 
recognition  to  a deserving  territory  in  our  own  front  yard  because  of  it  cosmo- 
politan population. 

The  admission  of  Hawaii  ns  a State  would  deprive  the  Communists  of  one 
of  their  most  effective  weapons  in  the  cold  war,  while  Immeasurably  contributing 
to  our  International  relations. 

And.  the  Nation  would  reap  great  and  material  benefits  from  statehood. 

The  substantial  contributions  of  Hawaii's  population  would  be  even  greater 
under  the  dignity  and  equality  of  statehood. 

But.  even  more,  Hawaii’s  significant  location— as  the  huh  of  a huge  wheel 
around  which  revolves  the  vast  reaches  of  the  mighty  Pacific  Ocean,  touching 
upon  more  nations  and  |>eoples  than  the  rest  of  the  world  combined— cannot  be 
minimized,  and  the  increased  transpacific  trade  of  this  country  should  not  be 
overlooked. 

There  are  many  of  us — mostly  from  the  Pacific  coast — who  feel  that  the 
westward  march  of  progress  assures  that  the  next  great  era  of  civilization  will 
he  around  the  Pacific  Basin,  where  most  of  the  world’s  population  resides,  where 
the  markets  for  our  goods  are  to  be  develo|>ed.  where  the  natural  resources  we 
need  to  satisfy  our  ever-growing  economy  are  stored,  and  where  trade  and 
commerce  yet  undreamed  of  waits  to  be  exploited. 

Hawaii  is  the  logical  center  for  all  of  these  activities.  And,  under  statehood— 
as  has  been  demonstrated  when  every  Territory  attained  the  status  of  a State- 
tremendous  economic  growth  will  result,  with  special  benefits  for  our  own  West 
coast. 

In  spite  of  this  testimony,  we  Americans  of  Japanese  ancestry  contend  that, 
as  a matter  of  conscience  and  principle,  the  racial  composition  of  the  popula- 
tion of  Hawaii  should  be  of  no  consequence  in  this  matter;  the  fact  that  certain 
people  of  Aslan  ancestry  constitutes  the  bulk  of  the  population  should  be  neither 
an  argument  for — or  against — statehood.  The  fundamental  question  involves 
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not  the  rates  of  people  in  Haw:.ii.  but  the  kind  of  tbinkiug  and  living  in  which 
they  indulge  as  citizens  of  that  Territory. 

ISy  this  yardstick,  there  can  be  no  doubt  that  Hawaii’s  mixed  population 
qualifies  as  American,  as  t'.S.  minded,  as  an  integral  part  and  parcel  of  our 
Nation  and  our  iJovernment. 

Though  Hawaii  may  not  he  contiguous  geographically  shaking  to  the  con- 
tinental I’nited  States,  ideologically  and  sentimentally  they  are  as  contiguous 
as  Virginia  and  West  Virginia.  New  York  and  New  Jersey,  Illinois  and  Indiana, 
California  and  Oregon,  or  any  other  two  contiguous  States  in  the  United  States. 
And  in  this  age  of  jet  and  space  transportation,  distances  such  as  those  involved 
here  are  meaningless. 

The  only  reason  that  JAUL  felt  compelled  to  comment  on  the  so-called 
.Japanese  of  Hawaii  was  to  demonstrate  the  innate  Americanism  of  this  signiti- 
cnnt  group  and  to  illustrate  that  they,  as  well  as  every  other  nationality  group 
in  Hawaii,  are  ready  and  eager  for  statehood. 

Statehood  would  he  in  the  national  and  international  interests  of  our  Nation. 
But  it  would  also  be  fitting  recognition  for  the  loyalty  and  allegiance  of  Hawaii 
to  tlie  United  States  for  more  than  half  a century;  a compensation  to  her 
people  for  the  taxes  they  have  paid  into  the  National  Treasury,  the  land  they  have 
. built,  and  the  lives  they  havegiveu  to  our  common  destinies. 

Too  long  by  delay  have  we  denied  justice  and  equality  to  the  people  of 
Hawaii. 

May  tills  lie  the  long-awaited-for  year  when  Hawaii  will  be  welcomed  into  the 
partnership  of  the  United  States  on  the  full  and  equal  basis  which  she  deserves, 

Mr.  Masaoka.  Some  question  was  raised  of  the  original  laws  under 
which  Hawaii  became  an  incorporated  Territory,  particularly  in  re- 
gard to  the  immigration  laws  and  their  application  to  Hawaii.  I 
think  that  throughout  history  it  will  be  shown  that  whenever  the 
immigration  laws  of  our  country  were  modified  or  changed,  Hawaii 
•was  considered  as  a part  and  parcel  of  the  United  States.  The  three 
great  immigration  acts  of  our  history  were  the  acts  of  1917,  the  acts 
.of  1924,  and  the  so-called  Walter-McCarran  Act  of  1952.  And  in 
each  of  these  three  precedentmaking  statutes  relating  to  immigration 
and  naturalization.  Hawaii  was  considered  on  a par  with  every  other 
. part  of  the  United  States. 

I may  say,  however,  that  in  1924  that  particular  immigration  act 
' created  what  is  called  the  exclusion  areas  of  the  Pacific,  ana  Japanese, 
Chinese,  and  others  from  that  area  were  denied  admission  into  the 
United  States. 

In  1952,  however,  the  Immigration  and  Nationality  Act  of  that  year 
.eliminated  all  racial  discrimination  against  all  Asiatic  peoples' and 
gave  to  the  peoples  of  Hawaii,  California,  Washington,  every  State, 
in  fact,  represented  by  members  of  this  subcommittee — gave  aliens  of 
Asiatic  ancestry  the  right  to  become  naturalized  citizens. 

In  that  connection,  it  might  be  pointed  out  that  in  the  early  hearings 
• on  statehood  questions  were  brought  out  about  the  large  alien  popula- 
tion of  Hawaii.  The  answer  to  that  is  simply  that  prior  to  1952, 
under  the  naturalization  laws  of  our  country,  Asiatics  could  not  be- 
come naturalized  citizens  of  the  United  States.  Since  the  effective 
date  of  that  act,  December  24,  1952,  more  than  10,000  alien  Japanese 
alone,  in  the  Territory  of  Hawaii,  had  become  naturalized  citizens, 
which  is  the  most  remarkable  record  of  naturalization  by  any  people 
in  the  history  of  the  United  States. 

The  chairman  and  the  Senators  from  both  Idaho  and  Utah  are  well 
aware  of  what  the  Naturalization  Act  has  meant  in  terms  of  alien 
Japanese  in  their  respective  States.  But  I do  want  to  emphasize  that 
:as  far  as  the  immigration  laws  are  concerned,  ever  since  our  country 
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was  founded,  and  particularly  since  Hawaii  became  an  incorporated 
Territory,  the  laws  of  the  United  States  relating  to  immigration  and 
naturalization  have  always  considered  and  treated  the  Territory  of 
Hawaii  as  an  integral  part  of  these  United  States. 

Senator  Jackson.  I would  just  say  right  at  that  point  that  I do  not 
think  there  is  any  question.  Just  from  memory,  I think  that  the  14th 
amendment  provides  that  all  people  born  in  the  United  States  or 
subject  to  the  jurisdiction  thereof  are  citizens  of  the  United  States 
and  the  State  wnerein  they  reside. 

Mr.  Masaoka.  And  the  Territory  in  whicli  they  reside. 

Senator  Jackson.  But  the  key  point  of  the  14th  amendment  is: 
subject  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  United  States,  you  see.  So  there 
cannot  certainly  be  any  question  in  my  mind  about  the  fact  that 
Hawaii  is  subject  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  United  States,  and  Con- 

§ress  could  not,  if  they  are  subject  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  United 
tates,  deny  people  who  are  born  therein  the  right  to  United  States 
citizenship.  Now,  you  also  have  the  problem  of  being  a citizen  of 
the  Territory  for  purposes  of  voting.  That  is  something  else.  But 
as  to  United  States  citizenship,  since  the  adoption  of  the  14th  amend- 
ment, I cannot  conceive  of  how  Congress  could  abridge  it  in  any  way 
if  the  area  wherein  the  person  is  born  is  subject  to  the  jurisdiction  of 
the  United  States. 

I may  be  wrong  on  my  law. 

Mr.  Masaoka.  You  are  absolutely  rigid.  Mr.  Chairman.  In  Regan 
v.  Kingy  decided  in  1943,  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States 
made  very  clear  that  a person  born  in  the  United  States,  regardless 
of  his  ancestrj’,  is  a citizen  of  the  United  States. 

Wo  go  now  to  one  of  the  great  charges  that  are  raised  against 
Hawaii  becoming  a State,  ana  that  is  the  cosmopolitan,  the  mixed 
population  of  that  area. 

As  I said,  I am  very  gratified  that  the  members  of  this  committee 
specifically  pointed  out  that  rather  than  being  an  argument  against, 
this  is  an  argument  for  statehood.  I only  wish  that  the  Voice  of 
America  and  the  newspapers  would  publicize  this  throughout  the 
Far  East,  because  too  often  the  people  in  the  Far  East  have  heard  that 
the  reason  Hawaii  was  denied  statehood  is  because  of  its  population, 
largely  those  of  Asian  ancestry. 

In  the  Orient  there  is  a slogan  which  says,  “A  picture  is  worth 
a thousand  words,”  and  if  we  can  give  to  Hawaii  this  picture  of 
statehood,  it  would  be  worth,  as  pointed  out  by  members  or  this  sub- 
committee, thousands  of  words  in  our  ideological  battle  with  the 
Communists.  And  while  we  are  speaking  of  the  Communists,  we 
might  say  that  if  we  give  to  Hawaii  statehood  status,  we  deprive 
the  Communists  of  one  of  their  most  effective  tools  in  the  Orient 
against  the  United  States.  We  demonstrate  by  this  picture  that 
democracy  in  action  does  work  and  it  does  extend  to  the  peoples 
of  Hawaii  statehood  status. 

Wo  have  given  to  the  Philippines  independence.  We  gave  to 
Japan  a democratic  form  of  government,  and  then  moved  out.  We 
have  maintained  a free  China.  Largely  by  our  contributions,  free 
Korea  continues  to  exist.  We  are  building  up  the  forces  and  the 
economies  of  southeast  Asia.  These  we  do  for  peoples  outside  the 
United  States.  And  yet  for  an  incorporated  territory,  a part  of  the 
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United  States,  we  have  yet  failed  to  give  them  the  equality  and  justice 
to  which  we  think  they  are  entitled. 

I think  I need  say  no  more  about  the  population  except  to  rephrase 
what  the  chairman  has  pointed  out.  The  very  fact  that  Hawaii 
has  so  many  people  of  Asian  and  Polynesian  ancestry  is  a way  to 
reaffirm  to  the  world  America’s  belief  in  the  brotherhood  of  'men 
and  the  democratic  precepts  of  equality  and  justice  for  all. 

Aside  from  the  fact  that  the  admission  of  Hawaii  would  be  in  the 
national  interest,  there  is  the  question  of  whether  these  people  are 
assimiable. 

Gentlemen,  I sit  here  as  an  example  of  Americans  of  Japanese 
ancestry  and  Americans  of  other  ancestry.  H to  assimilate  and  be- 
come ah  American  is  to  obey  the  laws,  if  it  is  to  go  to  our  schools, 
if  it  is  to  participate  in  civic  activities,  if  it  is  to  be  willing  to  go 
out  and  die  for  your  country  if  necessary,  then  Americans  of  Jap- 
anese ancestry  are  just  as  assimilated  and  integrated  as  any  other 
Americans.  Indeed,  as  all  of  you  are  aware,  in  World  War  II, 
Americans  of  Japanese  ancestry 'were  subjected  to  unusual  treatment 
and  persecution,  if  you  will,  let.  the  Japanese  American  of  Hawaii 
and  of  the  mainland  United  States  had  enough  faith  in  the  Ameri- 
can way  that  despite  this  persecution  and  this  discrimination  they 
volunteered  to  fight,  and  many  of  them  died,  for  our  country.  And 
on  the  battlefield  of  war  they  purchased  w ith  their  blood  the  right 
to  be  called  and  to  be  considered  Americans. 

And  in  the  Korean  war,  as  in  World  War  II,  they  distinguished 
themselves  with  valor.  They  proved  that  Americanism  is  a matter 
of  the  mind  and  the  heart  and  not  of  race  or  ancestry.  They  proved 
that  the  slant  of  a man’s  eves  does  not  indicate  the  slant  of  his  heart. 

The  charge  is  often  made,  together  with  that  of  the  racial  compo- 
sition of  Hawaii,  that  Communists  abound  there,  and  unless  the  Com- 
munist problem  can  be  dealt  wdth,  Hawaii  should  not  be  granted 
statehood.  In  this  connection  we  hear  over  and  over  again  the  great 
influence  of  the  Longshoremen’s  Union. 

I think  the  greatest  refutation  of  the  power  which  communism 
allegedly  holds  over  the  people  of  Hawaii  is  demonstrated  in  the 
Korean ‘war,  when  many  members  from  Hawaii  of  the  United  Nations 
and  the  American  Armed  Forces  served  in  Korea.  Many  of  these 
people  were  members  of  the  International  Longshoremen's  and  Ware- 
housemen’s Union.  And  vet  not  a single  soldier  from  Hawaii  de- 
fected to  the  enemy.  Not  a single  soldier  from  Hawaii  showed 
cowardice.  Not  a single  soldier  from  Hawaii  was  brainwashed  to  the 
extent  that  lie  did  not  want  to  be  returned  to  the  United  States. 

On  the  other  hand,  without  impugning  the  loyalty  of  any  from 
the  mainland,  the  fact  is  clear,  as  this  committee  pointed  out  2 years 
ago  in  its  report,  22  soldiers  from  the  mainland  did  go  over  to  the 
enemy.  But  not  a single  one  from  Hawaii.  This  in  spite  of  the  fact 
that  on  a percentage  basis  three  times  as  many  soldiers  from  Hawaii 
served  as  from  the  mainland  United  States. 

Not  only  that,  but  speaking  again  of  the  Communist  menace,  the 
so-celled  hearings  of  the  Un-American  Activities  Committee  were 
quoted  to  indicate  the  menace  of  communism  there.  Yet  the  fact  is 
that  exactly  a month  ago,  when  the  House  was  holding  hearings  on 
this  same  question,  Congressman  Francis  E.  Walter,  who  is  chairman 
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of  tho  House  Un-American  Activities  Committee,  appeared  before  the 
House'  Interior  and  Insular  A Hairs  Committee  and  urged  statehood 
for  Hawaii  and  imlieated  that  under  statehood  the  people  there  would 
bo  able  to  take  care  of  the  Communist  problem  as  well  as  or  better 
than  they  ean  at  the  present  time. 

Furthermore,  1 think  it  ought  to  be  pointed  out  that  the  constitu- 
tion of  Hawaii — and  it  is  the  only  constitution,  as  far  as  L know,  of 
any  of  tho  40  States,  which  has  a specific  prohibition  against  the  use 
of  Communists  in  public  office  or  in  public  employment.  If  I may,  I 
would  like  to  cite  section  3,  article  14,  of  tho  constitution,  which  was 
promulgated  for  the  50th  State  0 years  ago.  And  that  section  reads 
as  follows,  and  I quote : 

No  person  who  advocates  or  aids  or  belongs  to  any  party,  organization,  or 
association  which  advocates  the  overthrow  by  force  or  violence  of  the  govern- 
ment of  this  State  or  of  the  United  States  shall  be  qualified  to  hold  any  public 
office  or  employment 

Gentlemen  of  the  committee,  we  think  that  this  is  an  absolute  indi- 
cation that  the  people  of  Hawaii  and  the  framers  of  their  constitution 
and  the  kind  of  people  who  will  be  in  their  legislature  recognize  com- 
munism for  the  menace  that  it  is  and  will  deal  with  it  as  they  have  in 
the  past. 

The  Secretary  of  the  Interior  this  morning  indicated  that  for  tho 
past  l>  years  the  Communists  and  others  who  were  interested  have  been 
trying  to  eliminate  a certain  law  relating  to  block  strikes,  and  they 
have  not  been  able  to  succeed.  This  and  all  the  evidence  of  the  FIJI, 
the  armed  services  intelligence  forces,  and,  of  course,  your  own  con- 
fidential records,  will  indicate  that  communism  is  no  more  a threat  in 
Hawaii  than  anywhere  else,  and  that  under  statehood  the  people  can 
tako  just  as  good  or  Inst  ter  care  of  that  particular  problem  than  they 
can  under  their  present  Territorial  status. 

The  suggestion  was  made,  in  conclusion,  that  Hawaii,  being  where 
it  is,  ought  to  be  given  either  independence  or  Commonwealth  status. 

Hawaii  is  a part  of  the  United  States,  and  in  the  interests  of  the 
United  States  the  Congress  over  60  years  ago  decided  to  make  Hawaii 
an  incorporated  Territory  of  the  United  States.  About  that  same 
time  they  did  not  tako  in  the  Philippines  as  an  incorporated  area, 
simply  as  an  insular  possession,  which  in  time  would  be  granted 
statehood. 

We  have  lived  up  to  our  commitment  to  the  Philippines. 

As  far  as  Puerto  Rico  is  concerned,  when  it  became  a part  of  our 
insular  possessions,  it  was  not  granted  by  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  in  its  wisdom  Territorial  rights.  Recently  it  was  given  Com- 
monwealth status. 

Hut  we  should  keep  in  mind  two  factors.  First,  that  the  Congress 
and  the  Government  of  the  United  States  have  considered  Hawaii  of 
such  vital  importance  to  our  strategic  and  economic  life  that  they  made 
it  an  incor|Kiraied  Territory;  that,  secondly,  the  |>eople  of  Hawaii 
themselves  want  to  Invome  a State  in  the  Federal  Union.  When  these 
two  factors  are  taken  together,  1 think  there  can  be  no  Question  in  the 
minds  of  the  Senate,  at  least,  we  hope,  that  Hawaii  has  always  been,  as 
far  as  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  is  concerned,  an  incorporated 
Territory,  which,  in  its  appropriate  time,  would  be  given  the  grant  of 
statehood. 
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Mr.  Chairman,  my  understanding  is  that  I am  the  last  witness  at 
these  hearings.  1 hope— -and  in  a sense  1 think  it  is  quite  appropri- 
ate— that  1 can  come  and  speak  for  my  comrades  who  served  in  the 
Army  with  me,  so  many  of  whom  came  from  Hawaii;  that  this,  now 
that  Alaska,  particularly,  has  become  a State  is  the  time  when  we  must 
act.  This  is  the  time  when  we  can  show  to  Hawaii  by  granting  her 
statehood  that  we  appreciate  the  many  contributions  of  her  people  in 
war  and  in  peace,  the  taxes  that,  she  has  paid,  the  lives  she  has  given  to 
our  country.  And  by  making  her  a State,  we  not  only  serve  the  inter- 
national diplomatic  inleivsts  of  our  countrv,  but,  a point  that  has 
seldom  l>een  mentioned,  we  serve  the  economic  interests  of  the  Cnited 
States,  as  well;  for  Hawaii,  by  the  very  nature  of  its  location  in  the 
crossroads  of  the  Pacific,  is  like  the  hub  of  a groat  wheel  where  more 
than  half  of  the  people  of  the  world  reside.  Here  are  the  great  nat- 
ural resources.  I tore  are  the  markets  of  the  future.  And  we  who  live 
along  the  Pacific  coast,  and  the  western  part  of  the  United  States,  are 
aware  of  the  great  economic  potential  of  the  Pacific  Basin. 

Thus  I say  in  the  national  interest,  in  the  international  interest, 
as  well  as  the  business  interest,  of  the  United  States,  Hawaii  should 
now  be  granted  statehood.  And  I hope  that  when  the  4th  of  July 
comes,  along  with  Alaska,  the  49th  State,  Hawaii  can  be  placed  as  the 
50th  star  in  our  Federal  constellation. 

Thank  you.. 

Senator  Jackson.  Thank  you,  Mr.  Masaoka,  for  a very  fine  state- 
ment, excellently  presented. 

Any  questions? 

Senator  Moss.  May  I say  a word  about  Mike  Masaoka  ? I probably 
should  have  introduced  him  to  begin  with.  This  committee  has  just 
heard  his  very  intelligent  and  eloquent  presentation. 

Mike  comes  from  my  State,  and  we  attended  the  University  of 
Utah  together,  and  I have  been  very  proud  of  our  friendship  over 
the  years.  Miko  himself  represents  the  finest  in  American  citizenship, 
and  it  is  fitting  that  he  should  be  here  to  present  this  statement  on 
Hawaii,  particularly  when  the  question  has  been  raised  about  the 
oriental  population,  Mike  is  an  authentic  war  hero  of  the  heroic 
Japanese battalion,  or  battalion  of  Japanese  extraction,  and  has  served 
his  country  in  a manner  that  few  have  had  the  opportunity  to  do. 

I congratulate  you,  Mike,  on  your  excellent  statement,  and  I wanted 
to  say  this  to  the  committee,  because  I believe  that  what  you  have 
told  us  has  been  very  telling  in  this  hearing. 

Mr.  Masaoka.  Thank  you. 

Senator  Jackson.  Thank  you  very  much,  Senator  Moss. 

Senator  Cuurcii.  Mr.  Chairman,  I would  like  to  commend  the 
witness  on  his  statement  and  to  thank  him  for  the  particular  emphasis 
that  he  placed  upon  the  Communist  question,  inasmuch  as  I anticipate 
that  this  question  will  be  raised  again  and  again,  and  is  likely  to 
figure  prominently  in  the  debate  on  the  bill  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate. 

I think  it  cannot  be  stressed  too  much  that  there  is  no  real  relation- 
ship between  the  quest  ion  of  statehood,  on  the  one  hand,  and  the  Com- 
munist problem  on  the  other,  in  the  sense  that  the  existence  of  Com- 
munists in  Hawaii  is  a reason  for  denying  statehood.  I do  not  think 
that  it  is  remarkable  that  there  are  Communists  in  Hawaii;  there 
doubtless  are;  there  are  Communists  on  the  mainland.  There  is  a 
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very  powerful  and  important  ILWU  union  in  Hawaii.  There  is  also 
a very  prominent  and  important  ILWU  union  on  the  mainland.  No 
one  has  suggested  that  these  are  cogent  reasons  for  withdrawing 
statehood  from  California. 

Mr.  Masaoka.  Or  Washington  or  Oregon. 

Senator  Church.  Or  any  other  State  on  the  mainland. 

The  remarkable  thing,  it  seems  to  me,  is  not  that  there  are  Com- 
munists in  Hawaii  or  on  the  mainland,  but  that  there  are  so  few  in 
either  place.  And  I think  that  the  witness  has  made  a very  telling 
point  when  he  emphasizes  to  this  committee  that  the  granting  of  state- 
hood can  in  fact  he  a significant  weapon  against  communism  every- 
where. 

And  not  only  will  it  help  facilitate  the  capacity  of  the  people  of 
Hawaii,  through  their  self-government*  to  cope  with  such  problems 
as  may  now  or  in  the  future  exist  in  Hawaii,  but  this  is  also  a weapon 
that  the  whole  country  can  use  in  a symbolic  sense  in  our  efforts  in 
other  parts  of  Asia  to  prevent  further  Communist  penetration. 

I do  feel  that  in  respect  to  Alaska,  Mr.  Chairman,  not  enough  at- 
tention has  been  given  to  broadcasting  the  significance  of  Alaskan 
statehood  to  the  world  at  large,  because  the  admission  of  Alaska  into 
the  Union  signaled  the  death  of  a colony  and  the  acceptance  of  the 
people  of  Alaska  on  a full  and  equal  basis  as  an  integral  part  of  our 
Federal  Union.  And  I understand  now  that  more  attention  is  being 
given  by  the  Voice  of  America  and  by  other  news  broadcasting  agen- 
cies to  the  significance  of  Alaskan  statehood  as  an  achievement  in  our 
broadcasts  and  in  our  literature  abroad. 

I think  that  Hawaiian  statehood  will  have  even  greater  impact  in 
this  direction,  for  the  reasons  that  the  witness  has  mentioned. 

I want  to  commend  him  for  coming  today  and  for  making  so  ex- 
cellent a statement. 

Senator  Jackson.  I should  merely  like  to  associate  myself  with  the 
remarks  by  both  of  my  colleagues,  Senator  Moss  and  Senator  Church. 

Frankly,  I do  not  think  we  have 'taken  advantage  of  a, great  op- 
portunity to  tell  the  people  of  Asia  about  Hawaii.  I think  that  Hawaii 
can  make  a terrific  contribution  to  the  improvement  ;of  our  standing 
in  the  Far  East  in  a community  where  over. half  of  the  world’s  popula- 
tion reside. 

I should  like  to  see  the  time  when  we  have  developed  a good  scholas- 
tic exchange  program,  where  our  students,  scholars,  the  intellectuals 
of  the  Far  JEast?  who  come  to  the  mainland,  can  have  the  opportunity 
to  spend  a portion  of  that  time  in  Hawaii.  They  will  see  with  their 
own  eyes  the  kind  of  environment  that  has  been  brought  about,  in 
Hawaii  through  freedom.  After  all,  the. great  struggle  that  is  going 
on  in  the  world  today  boils  down  fundamentally  to  one  word,  freedom. 
And  I repeat  what  I said  earlier  this  morning,  that  I think  Hawaii, 
by  coming  into  the  Union  as  the  50th  State,  ™ make  a greater  con- 
tribution to  the  other  49  States  than  anything  that  we  can  give  to 
Hawaii. 

Any  further  questions  ? 

Thank  you  very  much.  We  appreciate  your  statement,  as  we  have 
on  many  other  occasions  when  you  have  so  effectively  appeared  here 
ontheliill. 

Does  anyone  else  desire  to  be  heard  on  the  question  of  statehood 
for  Hawaii? 


STATEHOOD  FOE  HAWAII 


79 


Are  there  any  other  witnesses  I 

The  Chair  has  received  a number  of  communications,  and  if  there 
is  no  objection,  they  will  be  included  in  the  record.  One  is  from  the 
AFLhCIO  legislative  representative  in  support  of  statehood  for 
Hawaii,  and  there  are  some  letters,  not  many,  opposed  to  statehood 
for  Hawaii^  and  there  may  be  some  other  communications,  and  if  there 
is  no  objection,  we  will  receive  up  until  tomorrow  any  communications 
that  may  be  presented  for  or  against  statehood  for  inclusion  in  the 
hearings. 

(The  communications  are  printed  later  in  this  document.) 

Senator  Jackson.  If  no  one  else  desires  to  be  heard,  the  committee’s 
public  hearings /will  be  concluded,  and  we  will  meet  in  executive  session 
to  mark  up^he  bill  tomorrow  at  10  o!clock.  We  hope  to  complete  that 
tomorrow,  if  possible.  x s 

Thank  you  very  much. 

(Whereupon,  at  2 p.m;>  the  public  hearings  were  concluded.) 

'(At  the  direction  of  the  chairman,  the  following  staff  memorandum 
is  made  a pq^tTof  ^he  record  of  the  hearings : ) \ 

/ \ Committed  on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs, 

} • ^ The  U.S.  Senate, 

v -V  March  5, 1959. 

To:  Senator  Jamq^/tf.  rray,  chairman,  Senate  Committee  on  Interior  and 
Insular  Affairb/ , . / 

Subject : 1050  Report  of  Hawaiian  Subversive  Activities  Commission. 

From  j Stewart  Frehefci,  phi$f  coqn^el.  , 

Gov.  William  Quinn,  olf  Hawaii,  has  submitted  to  the  committee  a copy  of 
the  1959  Report  of  the  Territorial/Gompiission  on  Subversive  Activities,  dated 
February  28,  1950.  N You  will  recall  piat  this  commission  was  established  by  the 
popularly  elected  Legislature  of  Hawaii  on  its  own  initiative  in  1949,  and  is 
supported  from  Territorial  funds.  ^The  commission  points  out  that  its  mainte- 
nance over  a period  of  10  years  has  cost  the  Hawaiian  taxpayer  approximately 
$180,000  or  an  average  of  $1,500  a month. 

(The  question  arises  as  to  hqw  many  ot  those  States  whose  representatives  are 
opposing  statehood  can  boast,  of  having  taken  similar  steps.  According  to 
J.  fi^dgar  Hoover  there  is  no  greater  Communist  activity  in  Hawaii  than  there  Is 
in  the  present  States. ) 

Parts  of  the  commission’s  1959  report  are  being  quoted  by  opponents  of  state- 
hood for  Hawaii  who  overlook  the  significance  of  the  fact  that  the  people  of 
Hawaii  have  established  and  paid  for  their  own  subversive  activities  investiga- 
tory body.  In  vfew  of  aome  of  the  quotations  that  have  been  lifted  out  of  the 
report,  permit  me  to  lift  the  following : 

“The  ranks  of  public  employees  and  public  officers  In  Hawaii  are  not  known  to 
contain  any  Communists.  All  known  former  Communists,  publicly  employed, 
have  cooperated  with  the  proper  authorities  in  disclosing  their  knowledge  of  the 
Communist  conspiracy.  But,  public  employees  who  are  members  of  the  UPW 
have  done  nothing  to  rid  their  organization  of  Communists  who  are  paid 
organizers  and  representatives  of  the  UPW. 

“The  institutions  of  public  education  in  the  Territory  of  Hawaii  continue  to 
he  especially  alert  to  the  danger  of  communism. 

“Thus,  Hawaii's  schools  and  government  are  singularly  free  of  Communist 
taint.  This  can  be  attributed  In  great  measure  to  the  statutes  enacted  by  the 
legislature  in  1949  and  1951  and  to  the  general  determination  of  Hawaii’s  govern- 
ment officers  to  exclude  subversive  persons  and  influences”  (pp.  28-29,  1950 
Subversive  Activities  Report) . 

The  vigilance,  resourcefulness,  and  energy  of  the  people  of  Hawaii  in  com- 
bating communism  in  their  midst,  despite  the  handicap  of  Territorial  status, 
is  further  demonstrated  by  their  retention,  Respite  vigorous  efforts  on  the  part 
of  the  leaders  of  the  ILWU,  of  the  dock  seizure  law  of  1949.  This  was  a measure 
enacted  by  the  Territorial  legislature  for  the  purpose  of  dealing  with  the  1949 
dock  strike  In  Hawaii.  It  authorizes  the  Territorial  government  to  take  over  and 
operate  the  docks. 
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Tin*  Territorial  government  did  tnko  over  and  o|>ernte  tiro  docks  and  Hu*  strike' 
was  settled  soon  thereafter. 

Since  then,  the  1IAVIT  leadership  has  campaigned  vigorously  for  repeal  of  the 
doek  seizure  law.  It  the  leadership—  has  had  no  more  success  than  It  had  In 
uprising  the  adoption  of  the  proposed  State  constitution.  The  ILW1J  leadership 
hud  Insisted  that  the  proposed  constitution  was  too  conservative,  hut  the  people 
adopted  It  by  a vote  of  letter  than  to  1. 

Those  are  hut  two  examples  not  stressed  In  our  current  hearings  of  the 
vigilance  and  resistance  of  the  people  of  Hawaii  against  any  suggestion  of 
Communist  domination,  and  of  the  lack  of  any  signttlcant  influence  by  the  IMVIJ 
leadership  in  matters  hearing  upon  civic  resiKUisIblllty.  The  opinmcnts  of 
statehood  have  not  boon  able  to  cite  a single  Instance  of  Communist  domination 
or  control. 

As  our  hearings-  the  last  of  a long,  long  series  on  Hawaii  statehood,  it  Is  to 
he  hoped— go  to  press,  I note  the  omission  of  a fact  In  which  yon,  as  a leader 
In  the  tight  for  hotter  education,  will  be  particularly  Interested.  The  new  Terri- 
torial legislature  comprises  51  members  of  the  house  of  representatives  and 
•jr*  in  the  senate.  The  legislative  biographies  show  that  1(1  out  of  the  25  senate 
members  are  graduates  of  mainland  universities,  and  .‘11  out  of  the  51  house 
mendicrs  likewise  are  mainland  university  graduates. 

The  foregoing  Is  not  in  any  way  in  derogation  of  the  excellence  of  the  Uni- 
versity of  Hawaii,  which,  by  any  standard,  Is  an  outstanding  institution  of 
higher  learning.  (The  late  Senator  Hugh  lluttcr,  of  Nebraska,  the  former  chair- 
man of  the  commit toi',  who  long  was  a vigorous  foe  of  statehood  but  who  was  a 
great  enough  man  to  see  and  acknowledge  his  error  In  that  rcsjtcct  and  who  then 
became  a leader  In  the  tight  for  statehood,  visited  the  university  when  he  and 
I made  an  inspection  trip  to  the  Islands  In  1052,  and  was  greatly  impressed  by  It.) 
The  high  proportion  of  mainland  university  graduates  In  the  Territorial  legis- 
lature is  merely  further  evidence  of  the  unity  between  the  Hawaiian  Islands 
and  the  mainland. 


Stewart  French,  Chlvf  Cunmvl. 
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Tho  text  of  S.  50,  ns  in'roduml,  and  the  oflicial  reports  thereon, 
arc  set  forth  below.  Because  of  its  pertinency  to  one  of  the  primary 
points  asserted  by  opponents  of  the  proposc(f  legislation,  the  request 
of  the  chairman  to  the  Justice  Department  for  specilie  information 
and  comment  on  the  Communist,  issue  is  also  set  forth. 

{S.  r»(>,  SOt  ll  t'dlg.,  Iht  KOHb.  ] 

A MM*  To  provide  for  the  mlmlKslon  of  tho  Stnto  of  Hawaii  Into  tin*  Union 

lie  it  enaeted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Iteprescnta fives  of  the  United  States 
of  Ameriea  in  Conyretis  assembled.  That,  subject  to  the  provisions  of  this  Act, 
and  upon  Issuance  of  the  proclamation  required  by  section  7(c)  of  this  Act, 
the  State  of  Hawaii  is  hereby  declared  to  l>e  a State  of  the  United  States  of 
America,  is  declared  admitted  Into  the  Union  on  ait  equal  footing  with  the  other 
States  in  all  respects  whatever,  and  the  constitution  formed  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Act  of  the  Territorial  Legislature  of  Hawaii  entitled  “An  Act 
to  provide  for  a constitutional  convention,  the  adoption  of  a State  constitution, 
and  the  forwarding  of  the  same  to  the  Congress  of  the  United  States,  and  ap- 
propriating money  therefor”,  approved  May  20,  11)40  (Act  334,  Session  Laws 
of  Hawaii,  HMD),  and  adopted  by  a vote  of  tho  people  of  Hawaii  In  the  elcclion 
i held  on  November  7,  1050,  is  hereby  found  to  be  republican  in  form  and  in 
conformity  with  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States  and  the  principles  of  the 
Declaration  of  Independence,  and  is  hereby  accepted,  ratified  and  confirmed. 

Seo.  2.  The  State  of  Hawaii  shall  consist  of  all  the  islands,  together  with 
their  appurtenant  reefs  and  territorial  waters,  included  in  the  Territory  of 
Hawaii  on  the  date  of  enactment  of  this  Act,  except  the  atoll  known  as  Palmyra 
\ Island,  together  with  its  appurtenant  reefs  and  territorial  waters,  but  said  State 

shall  not  be  deemed  to  include  the  Midway  Islands,  Johnston  Island,  Sand  Island 
(offshore  from  Johnston  Island),  or  Kingman  Reef,  together  with  their  nppurte- 
naut  reefs  and  territorial  waters. 

Seo.  3.  The  constitution  of  the  State  of  Hawaii  shall  always  he  republican 
In  form  and  shall  not  be  repugnant  to  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States  and 
tho  principles  of  the  Declaration  of  Indej)endenee. 

Sec.  4.  As  a compact  with  the  United  States  relating  to  the  management  and 
disposition  of  the  Hawaiian  home  lands,  the  Hawaiian  Homes  Commission  Act, 
1020,  as  amended,  is  adopted  as  a law  of  said  State,  subject  to  amendment  or 
repeal  only  with  the  consent  of  the  United  States,  and  in  no  other  manner: 
Provided , That  (1)  sections  202,  213,  210,  220,  222,  224,  and  225  and  other  pro- 
visions relating  to  administration,  and  paragraph  (2)  of  section  204,  sections 
206  and* 212,  and  other  provisions  relating  to  the  powers  and  duties  of  officers 
other  than  those  charged  with  the  administration  of  said  Act,  may  be  amended 
in  the  constitution,  or  in  the  manner  required  for  ordinary  State  legislation,  but 
the  Hawaiian  home-loan  fund,  the  Hawaiian  home-operating  fund,  and  the 
Hawaiian  home-development  fund  shall  not  bp  reduced  or  impaired  by  any  such 
amendment  or  law,  whether  made  in  the  constitution  or  in  the  manner  required 
for  ordinary  State  legislation,  and  the  encumbrances  authorized  to  be  placed  on 
Hawaiian  home  lands  by  officers  other  than  those  charged  with  the  administra- 
tion of  said  Act,  shall  not  be  increased,  except  with  the  consent  of  the  United 
States;  (2)  that  any  amendment  to  Increase  the  benefits  to  lessees  of  Hawaiian 
home  lands  may  be  made  in  the  constitution,  or  in  the  manner  required,  for 
ordinary  State  legislation,  but  the  qualifications  of  lessees  shall  not  be  changed 
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except  with  the  consent  of  the  United  States;  and  (3)  that  all  proceeds  and  in- 
come from  the  “available  lands”,  as  defined  by  said  Act,  shall  be  used  only  in 
carrying  out  the  provisions  of  said  Act.  It  is  further  agreed  that  neither  the 
State  of  Hawaii  nor  any  subdivision  thereof  shall  take  any  action  or  enact  or 
enforce  any  law  or  regulation  which  imposes  a tax,  requirement  or  restriction 
which  unreasonably  discriminates  directly  or  indirectly  against  nonresident  per- 
sons, firms  or  corporations,  their  business,  property,  or  occupational  activities 
or  opportunities. 

Seo.  5.  (a)  The  State  of  Hawaii  and  its  political  subdivisions,  as  the  case  may 
be,  shall  have  and  retain  all  the  lands  and  other  public  property  title  to  which 
Is  in  the  Territory  of  Hawaii  or  a political  subdivision  thereof,  except  as  herein 
provided,  and  all  such  lands  and  other  property  shall  remain  and  be  the  absolute 
property  of  the  State  of  Hawaii  and  its  political  subdivisions,  as  the  case  may  be, 
subject  to  the  constitution  and  laws  of  said  State;  Prortdcd,  however , That  as 
to  any  such  lands  or  other  property  heretofore  or  hereafter  set  aside  hy  Act  of 
Congress  or  by  Executive  order  or  proclamation  of  the  President  or  the  Governor 
of  Hawaii,  pursuant  to  law,  for  the  use  of  the  United  States,  whether  absolutely 
or  subject  to  limitations,  and  remaining  so  set  aside  immediately  prior  to  the 
admission  of  the  State  of  Hawaii  into  the  Union,  the  United  States  shall  he 
and  become  vested  with  absolute  title  thereto,  or  an  interest  therein  conformable 
to  such  limitations,  as  the  case  may  he. 

(b)  The  United  States  hereby  grants  to  the  State  of  Hawaii,  effective  upon 
the  date  of  Its  admission  into  the  Union,  the  absolute  title  to  all  the  public 
lands  and  other  public  property  within  the  boundaries  of  the  State  of  nawali, 
as  described  herein,  title  to  which  is  In  the  United  States  immediately  prior  to 
the  admission  of  such  State  into  the  Union,  except  as  otherwise  provided  In  this 
Act:  Provided , however , That  as  to  any  such  lands  or  other  property  heretofore 
or  hereafter  set  aside  by  Act  of  Congress  or  by  Executive  order  or  proclamation 
of  the  President  or  the  Governor  of  Hawaii,  pursuant  to  law,  for  the  use  of  the 
United  States,  whether  absolutely  or  subject  to  limitations,  and  remaining  so  set 
aside  Immediately  prior  to  the  admission  of  the  State  of  Hawaii  into  the  Union, 
the  United  States  shall  retain  absolute  title  thereto,  or  an  Interest  therein  con- 
formable to  such  limitations,  as  the  case  may  be.  As  used  in  this  subsection, 
the  term  “public  lands  and  other  public  property”  means,  and  is  limited  to, 
the  lands  and  other  properties  that  were  ceded  to  the  United  States  by  the 
Republic  of  Hawaii  under  the  joint  resolution  of  annexation  approved  July  7, 
1S98  (30  Stat.  750),  or  that  have  been  acquired  In  exchange  for  lands  or  other 
properties  so  ceded.  The  lands  hereby  granted  shall  be  in  lieu  of  any  and  all 
grants  provided  for  new  States  by  provisions  of  law  other  than  this  Act,  and  such 
grants  shall  not  extend  to  the  State  of  Hawaii. 

(c)  The  lands  granted  to  the  State  of  Hawaii  pursuant  to  the  preceding  subsec- 
tion, together  with  the  proceeds  thereof  and  the  Income  therefrom,  shall  be  held 
by  said  State  as  a public  trust  for  the  support  of  the  public  schools  and  other 
public  educational  institutions,  for  the  betterment  of  the  conditions  of  native 
Hawalians,  as  defined  In  the  Hawaiian  Homes  Commission  Act,  1920,  as  amended, 
for  the  development  of  farm  and  home  ownership  on  as  widespread  a basis  ns 
possible,  for  the  making  of  public  Improvements,  and  for  the  provision  of  lands 
for  public  use.  Such  lands,  proceeds,  and  income  shall  be  managed  and  disposed 
of  for  one  or  more  of  the  foregoing  purposes  In  such  manner  as  the  constitution 
and  laws  of  said  State  may  provide,  and  their  use  for  any  other  object  shall 
constitute  a breach  of  trust  for  which  suit  may  be  brought  by  the  United  States. 
The  schools  and  other  educational  institutions  supported,  in  whole  or  in  part, 
out  of  such  public  trust  shall  forever  remain  under  the  exclusive  control  of  said 
State;  and  no  part  of  the  proceeds  or  Income  from  the  lands  granted  under  the 
preceding  subsection  shall  be  used  for  the  support  of  any  sectarian  or  denomina- 
tional school,  college,  or  university. 

(d)  Effective  upon  the  admission  of  the  State  of  Hawaii  Into  the  Union  all  laws 
of  the  United  States  reserving  to  the  United  States  the  free  use  or  enjoyment  of 
property  hereinabove  vesed  in  the  State  of  Hawaii  or  its  political  subdivisions, 
or  the  right  to  alter,  amend,  or  repeal  laws  relating  thereto,  are  hereby  repealed. 

(e)  The  Submerged  Lands  Act  of  1953  (Public  Law  31,  Eighty-third  Congress, 
first  session ; 67  Stat  29)  shall  be  applicable  to  the  State  of  Hawaii,  and  the  said 
State  shall  have  the  same  rights  as  do  existing  States  thereunder. 

Sfco.  6.  Upon  enactment  of  this  Act  It  shall  be  the  duty*  of  tte  President  ot  the 
United  States  to  certify  such  fact  to  the  Governor  of  Hawaii,  Thereupon  the 
Governor  of  the  Territory  shall,  within  thirty  days  after  receipt  of  the  official 
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notification  of  such  approval,  issue  his  proclamation  for  the  elections,  as  herein- 
after provided,  for  officers  of  all  elective  offices  provided  for  by  the  constitution 
of  the  proposed  State  of  Hawaii,  but  the  officers  so  elected  shall  in  any  event 
include  two  Senators  and  two  Representatives  in  Congress.  Until  and  unless 
otherwise  required  by  the  constitution  or  laws  of  said  proposed  State,  said  Repre- 
sentatives shall  be  elected  at  large. 

Sec.  7.  (a)  The  proclamation  of  the  Governor  of  Hawaii  required  by  section  ft 
shall  provide  for  the  holding  of  a primary  election  not  less  than  sixty  nor  more 
than  ninety  days  after  said  proclamation,  and  a general  election  shall  take  place 
within  forty  days  after  said  primary  election,  and  at  such  elections  the  officers 
required  to  be  elected  as  provided  In  section  6 shall  be,  and  officers  for  other  elec- 
tive offices  provided  for  in  the  constitution  of  the  proposed  State  of  Hawaii  may 
be,  chosen  by  the  people.  Such  elections  shall  be  held,  and  the  qualifications  of 
voters  thereat  shall  be,  as  prescribed  by  the  constitution  of  the  proposed  State  of 
Hawaii  for  the  election  of  members  of  the  proposed  State  legislature.  The  re- 
turns thereof  shall  be  made  and  certified  in  such  manner  as  the  constitution  of 
the  proposed  State  of  Hawaii  may  prescribe.  The  Governor  of  Hawaii  shall 
certify  the  results  of  said  elections,  as  so  ascertained,  to  the  President  of  the 
United  States. 

(b)  At  an  election  designated  by  proclamation  of  the  Governor  of  Hawaii, 
which  may  be  the  general  election  held  pursuant  to  subsection  (ft)  of  this  section, 
or  a Territorial  general  election,  or  a special  election,,  there  shall  be  submitted 
to  the  electors  qualified  to  vote  in  said  election,  for  adoption  or  rejection,  the 
following  propositions : 

“(1)  The  boundaries  of  the  State  of  Hawaii  shall  be  as  prescribed  in  the  Act 

of  Congress  approved and  all  claims  of  this  State 

(dato  of  approval  of  thlB  Act) 

to  any  areas  of  land  or  sea  outside  the  boundaries  so  prescribed  are  hereby 
irrevocably  relinquished  to  the  United  Stmes. 

“(2)  All  provisions  of  the  Act  of  Congress  approved 

(date  of  approval  of  this  Act) 
reserving  rights  or  power  to  the  United  States,  as  well  ns  those  prescribing  the 
terms  or  conditions  of  the  grants  of  lands  or  other  property  therein  made  to  the 
State  of  Hawaii,  are  consented  to  fully  by  said  State  and  its  people.” 

In  the  event  the  foregoing  propositions  are  adopted  at  said  election  by  a ma- 
jority of  the  legal  votes  cast  on  said  submission,  the  proposed  constitution  of 
the  proposed  State  of  Hawaii,  ratified  by  the  people  at  the  election  held  on 
November  7,  1050,  shall  be  deemed  amended  as  follows:  Section  1 of  article  XlII 
of  said  proposed  constitution  shall  he  deemed  amended  so  as  to  contain  the  lan- 
guage of  section  2 of  this  Act  in  lieu  of  any  other  language;  and  section  8 of 
article  XIV  shall  be  deemed  amended  so  us  to  contain  the  language  of  the  second 
proposition  above  stated  In  lieu  of  any  other  language.  In  the  event  the  fore- 
going propositions  are  not  adopted  at  said  election  by  a majority  of  the  legal 
votes  cast  on  said  submission,  the  provisions  of  this  Act  shall  thereupon  cease  to 
be  effective. 

The  Governor  of  Hawaii  is  hereby  authorized  and  directed  to  take  such  action 
as  may  be  necessary  or  appropriate  to  Insure  the  submission  of  said  propositions 
to  the  people.  The  r ‘turn  of  the  votes  cast  on  said  propositions  shall  be  made 
by  the  election  officer  \ directly  to  the  Secretary  of  Hawaii,  who  shall  certify  the 
results  of  the  submission  to  the  Governor.  The  Governor  shall  certify  the  results 
of  said  submission,  ns  so  ascertained,  to  the  President  of  the  United  States. 

(c)  If  the  President  shall  find  that  the  propositions  set  forth  in  the  preceding 
subsection  have  been  duly  adopted  by  the  people  of  Hawaii,  the  President,  upon 
certification  of  the  returns  of  the  election  of  the  officers  required  to  be  elected  as 
provided  in  section  0 of  this  Act,  shall  thereupon  Issue  his  proclamation  announc- 
ing the  results  of  said  election  as  so  ascertained.  Upon  the  issuance  of  said 
proclamation  by  the  President,  the  State  of  Hawaii  shall  be  deemed  admitted 
Into  the  Union  as  provided  in  section  1 of  this  Act. 

Until  the  said  State  is  so  admitted  into  the  Union  all  of  the  officers  of  said 
Territory,  Including  the  Delegate  in  Congress  from  said  Territory,  shall  continue 
to  disesharge  the  duties  of  their  respective  offices.  Upon  the  issuance  of  said 
proclamation  by  the  President  of  the  United  States  and  the  admission  of  the 
State  of  Hawaii  Into  the  Union,  the  officers  elected  at  said  election,  and  qualified 
under  the  provisions  of  the  constitution  and  laws  of  said  State,  shall  proceed 
to  exercise  all  the  functions  pertaining  to  their  offices  In  or  under  or  by  author- 
ity of  the  government  of  said  State,  and  officers  not  required  to  be  elected  at 
said  initial  election  shall  be  selected  or  continued  in  office  as  provided  by  the 
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constitution  and  laws  of  said  State.  Tlio  (jovoriior  of  said  State  shall  certify 
the  election  of  the  Senators  and  Representatives  in  the  m aimer  required  by  law, 
and  the  said  Senators  and  Representatives  shall  be  entitled  to  be  admitted  to 
seats  in  Congress  and  to  all  the  rights  and  privileges  of  Senators  and  Repre- 
sentatives of  other  States  in  the  Congress  of  the  United  States. 

Sec.  8.  The  State  of  Hawaii  iqnm  its  admission  into  the  Union  shall  he  entitled 
to  two  Representatives  until  the  taking  effect  of  the  next  reapportionment,  and 
such  Representatives  shall  be  in  addition  to  the  membership  of  the  House  of 
Representatives  ns  now  prescribed  by  law:  Provided , That  such  temporary  in- 
crease in  the  membership  shall  not  operate  to  either  increase  or  decrease  the 
permanent  membership  of  the  House  of  Representatives  as  prescribed  in  the  Act 
of  August  8,  1011  (37  Stat.  13),  nor  shall  such  temporary  increase  affect  the 
basis  of  apportionment  established  by  the  Act  of  November  15,  1041  (55  Stat. 
761;  2 U.S.C.,  2a),  for  the  Eighty-third  Congress  and  each  Congress  thereafter. 

Seo.  0.  Effective  upon  the  admission  of  the  State  of  Hawaii  into  the  Union — 

(a)  the  United  States  District  Court  for  the  District  of  Hawaii  established 
by  and  existing  under  title  28  of  the  United  States  Code  shall  thenceforth 
be  a court  of  the  United  States  with  judicial  power  derived  from  article  III, 
section  1,  of  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States:  Provided,  hmrcvvr.  That 
the  terms  of  office  of  the  district  judges  for  the  district  of  Hawaii  then  in 
office  shall  terminate  upon  the  effective  date  of  this  section  and  the  President, 
pursuant  to  sections  133  and  134  of  title  28,  United  States  Code,  as  amended 
by  this  Act  shall  appoint,  by  and  with  the  advice  and  consent  of  the  Senate, 
two  district  judges  for  the  said  district  who  shall  hold  office  during  good 
behavior ; 

(b)  the  last  paragraph  of  section  133  of  title  28,  United  States  Code,  is 
repealed ; and 

(e)  subsection  (a)  of  section  134  of  title  28,  United  States  Code,  is 
amended  to  read  as  follows : 

“(a)  The  district  Judges,  except  In  Puerto  Rico,  shall  hold  office  during  good 
behavior.  The  district  Judge  in  Puerto  Rico  shall  hold  office  for  the  term  of 
eight  years,  and  until  his  successor  is  appointed  and  qualified." 

Sec.  10.  Effective  upon  the  admission  of  the  State  of  Hawaii  into  the  Union 
the  second  paragraph  of  section  451  of  title  28,  United  States  Code,  is  amended 
by  striking  out  the  words  "including  the  district  courts  of  the  United  States  for 
the  districts  of  Hawaii  and  Puerto  Rico,"  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  the  words 
"including  the  United  States  District  Court  for  the  District  of  Puerto  Rico,". 

Seo.  11.  Effective  upon  the  admission  of  the  State  of  Hawaii  into  the  Union — 

(a)  the  last  paragraph  of  section  501  of  title  28,  United  States  Code,  is 
repealed ; 

(b)  the  first  sentence  of  subsection  (a)  of  section  501  of  title  28,  United 
States  Code,  Is  amended  by  striking  out  at  the  end  thereof  the  words  ",  ex- 
cept in  the  district  of  Hawaii,  where  the  term  shall  be  six  years" : 

(c)  the  first  sentence  of  subsection  (c)  of  section  541  of  title  28,  United 
States  Code,  is  amended  by  striking  out  at  the  end  thereof  the  words  ",  ex- 
cept in  the  district  of  Hawaii  where  the  term  shall  be  six  years” ; and 

(d)  subsection  (d)  of  section  541  of  title  28,  United  States  Code,  is  re- 
pealed. 

Sec.  12.  No  writ,  action,  indictment,  cause,  or  proceeding  pending  in  any 
court  of  the  Territory  of  Hawaii  or  in  the  United  States  District  Court  for  the 
District  of  Hawaii  shall  abate  by  reason  of  the  admission  of  said  State  Into 
the  Union,  but  tlie  same  shall  be  transferred  to  and  proceeded  with  in  such 
appropriate  State  courts  ns  shall  he  established  under  the  constitution  of  said 
State,  or  shall  contiuue  in  the  United  States  District  Court  for  the  District  of 
Hawaii,  as  the  nature  of  the  case  may  require.  And  no  indictment,  action, 
or  proceedings  shall  abate  by  reason  of  any  change  in  the  courts,  but  shall  be 
proceeded  with  in  the  State  or  United  States  courts  according  to  the  laws 
thereof,  respectively.  And  the  appropriate  State  courts  shall  be  the  successors 
of  the  courts  of  the  Territory  as  to  all  cases  arising  within  the  limits  embraced 
within  tlie  jurisdiction  of  such  courts,  respectively,  with  full  power  to  proceed 
with  the  same,  and  award  mesne  or  final  process  therein,  and  all  the  files, 
records,  indictments,  and  proceedings  relating  to  any  such  oases  shall  be  trans- 
ferred to  such  appropriate  State  courts  and  the  same  shall  be  proceeded  with 
therein  in  due  course  of  law. 

All  civil  causes  of  action  and  all  criminal  offenses  which  shall  have  arisen 
or  been  committed  prior  to  the  admission  of  said  State,  but  as  to  which  no  suit, 
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action,  or  prosecution  sliall  Ik?  pending  at  the  date  of  such  admission,  shall  he 
subject  to  prosecution  in  the  appropriate  State  courts  or  in  the  United  States 
District  Court  for  the  District  of  Hawaii  in  like  manner,  to  the  same  extent, 
and  with  like  right  of  appellate  review,  as  if  said  State  had  been  created  and 
said  State  courts  had  been  established  prior  to  the  accrual  of  such  causes  of 
action  or  the  commission  of  such  offenses.  The  admission  of  said  State  shall 
effect  no  change  in  the  substantive  or  criminal  law  governing  such  causes  of 
action  and  criminal  offenses  which  shall  have  arisen  or  been  committed;  and 
such  of  said  criminal  offenses,  as  shall  have  been  committed  against  the  laws 
of  the  Territory  shall  be  tried  and  punished  by  the  appropriate  courts  of  said 
State,  and  such  as  shall  have  been  committed  against  the  laws  of  the  United 
States  shall  be  tried  and  punished  in  the  United  States  District  Court  for  the 
District  of  Hawaii. 

Sec.  1 3.  Parties  shall  have  the  same  rights  of  appeal  from  and  appellate  re- 
view of  Anal  decisions  of  the  United  States  District  Court  for  the  District  of 
Hawaii  or  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  Territory  of  Hawaii  in  any  case  finally 
decided  prior  to  admission  of  said  State  into  the  Union,  whether  or  not  an 
appeal  therefrom  shall  have  been  perfected  prior  to  such  admission,  and  the 
United  States  Court  of  Appeals  for  the  Ninth  Circuit  and  the  Supreme  Court 
of  the  United  States  shall  have  the  same  jurisdiction  therein,  as  by  law  pro- 
vided prior  to  admission  of  said  State  into  the  Union,  and  any  mandate  issued 
subsequent  to  the  admission  of  said  State  shall  be  to  the  United  States  District 
Court  for  the  District  of  Hawaii  or  a court  of  the  Shite,  as  may  be  appropriate. 
Parties  shall  have  the  same  rights  of  appeal  from  and  apj>elate  review  of  all 
orders,  Judgments,  and  decrees  of  the  United  States  District  Court  for  the 
District  of  Hawaii  and  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  State  of  Hawaii  as  suc- 
cessor to  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  Territory  of  Hawaii,  in  any  case  landing 
at  the  time  of  admission  of  said  State  into  the  Union,  and  the  United  States 
Court  of  Appeals  for  the  Ninth  Circuit  and  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United 
States  shall  have  the  same  jurisdiction  therein,  as  by  law  provided  in  any  case 
arising  subsequent  to  the  admission  of  said  State  Into  the  Union. 

Sec.  14.  Effective  upon  the  admission  of  the  State  of  Hawaii  into  the  Union— 

(a)  title  28,  United  States  Code,  section  1252,  is  amended  by  striking  out 
“Hawaii  and”  from  the  clause  relating  to  courts  of  record ; 

(b)  title  28,  United  States  Code,  section  1293,  is  amended  by  striking  out 
the  words  “First  and  Ninth  Circuits”  and  by  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  “First 
Circuit”,  and  by  striking  out  the  words,  “supreme  courts  of  Puerto  Rico  and 
nawnil,  respectively”  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  “supreme  court  of  Puerto 
Rico” ; 

(c)  title  28,  United  States  Code,  section  1294,  is  amended  by  striking  out 
paragraph  (5)  thereof  and  by  renumbering  paragraphs  (6)  and  (7)  as  para- 
graphs (4)  and  (5)  respectively ; 

<d)  the  first  paragraph  of  section  373  of  title  28,  United  States  Code,  is 
amended  by  striking  out  the  words  “United  States  District  Courts  for  the 
districts  of  Hawaii  or  Puerto  Rico,”  and  inserting  In  lieu  thereof  the  words 
*“United  States  District  Court  for  the  District  of  Puerto  Rico,” ; and  by  strik- 
ing out  the  words  “and  any  justice  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  Territory  of 
Hawaii” : Provided,  That  the  amendments  made  by  this  subsection  shall  not 
affect  the  rights  of  any  Judge  or  justice  who  may  have  retired  before  the 
effective  date  of  this  subsection:  And  provided  further , That  service  as  a 
judge  of  the  District  Court  for  the  Territory  of  Hawaii  or  as  a judge  of  the 
United  States  District  Court  for  the  District  of  Hawaii  or  as  a justice  of  the 
Supreme  Court  of  the  Territory  of  Hawaii  or  as  a judge  of  the  circuit  courts 
of  the  Territory  of  Hawaii  shall  be  included  in  computing  under  section 
371, 372,  or  373  of  title  28,  United  States  Code,  the  aggregate  years  of  judicial 
service  of  any  person  who  is  in  commission  as  a district  judge  for  the  District 
of  Hawaii  on  the  date  of  enactment  of  this  Act ; 

(e)  section  92  of  the  Act  of  April  30,  1900  (ch.  339,  31  Stat.  159),  as 
amended,  and  the  Act  of  May  29,  1928  (ch.  904,  45  Stat.  997),  as  amended, 
are  repealed  ; 

(f)  section  86  of  the  Act  approved  April  30,  1900  (ch.  339,  31  Stat.  158), 
as  amended,  is  repealed ; 

(g)  section  3771  of  title  18,  United  States  Code,  as  heretofore  amended, 
is  further  amended  by  striking  out  from  the  first  paragraph  of  such  action 
the  words  “Supreme  Courts  of  Hawaii  and  Puerto  Rico”  and  inserting  lu  lieu 
thereof  the  words  “Supreme  Court  of  Puerto  Rico” ; 
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(h)  flection  37T2  of  title  18,  United  States  Code,  ae  heretofore  amended, 
Is  further  amended  by  striking  out  from  the  first  paragraph  of  such  section 
the  words  “Supreme  Courts  of  Hawaii  and  Puerto  Rico”  and  inserting  In 
lieu  thereof  the  words  “Supreme  Court  of  Puerto  Rico” ; 

(i)  section  91  of  title  28,  United  States  Code,  as  heretofore  amended,  is 
further  amended  by  inserting  after  “Kure  Island”  and  before  “Baker  Island” 
the  words  “Palmyra  Island,” ; and 

(j)  the  Act  of  June  15,  1950  (64  Stat.  217;  48  U.S.C.,  sec.  644a),  Is 
amended  by  inserting  after  “Kure  Island”  and  before  "Baker  Island”  the 
words  “Palmyra  Island”. 

Sec.  15.  All  Territorial  laws  In  force  In  the  Territory  of  Hawaii  at  the  time 
of  its  admission  into  the  Union  shall  continue  In  force  in  the  State  of  Hawaii, 
except  as  modified  or  changed  by  this  Act  or  by  the  constitution  of  the  State, 
and  shall  be  subject  to  repeal  or  amendment  by  the  Legislature  of  the  State  of 
Hawaii,  except  as  hereinbefore  provided  with  respect  to  the  Hawaiian  Homes 
Commission  Act,  1920,  as  amended ; and  the  laws  of  the  United  States  shall  have 
the  same  force  and  effect  within  the  said  State  as  elsewhere  within  the  United 
States.  As  used  in  this  section,  the  term  ‘‘Territorial  laws”  Includes  (In  addition 
to  law's  enacted  by  the  Territorial  Legislature  of  Hawaii)  all  laws  or  parts 
thereof  enacted  by  the  Congress  the  validity  of  which  is  dependent  solely  upon 
the  authority  of  the  Congress  to  provide  for  the  government  of  Hawaii  prior 
to  the  admission  of  the  State  of  Hawaii  Into  the  Union,  and  the  term  “laws  of  the 
United  States”  includes  all  laws  or  parts  thereof  enacted  by  the  Congress  that 
(1)  apply  to  or  within  Hawaii  at  the  time  of  the  admission  of  the  State  of 
Hawaii  into  the  Union,  (2)  are  not  “Territorial  laws”  ns  defined  In  this  para- 
graph. and  (3)  are  not  In  conflict  with  any  other  provision  of  this  Act 

Sec.  16.  (a)  Notwithstanding  the  admission  of  the  State  of  Hawaii  Into  the 
Union,  the  United  States  Rhall  continue  to  have  sole  and  exclusive  jurisdiction 
over  the  area  which  may  then  or  thereafter  be  Included  in  Hawaii  National  Park, 
saving,  however,  to  the  State  of  Hnwaii  the  same  rights  as  are  reserved  to  the 
Territory  of  Hawaii  by  section  1 of  the  Act  of  April  19,  1930  (46  Stnt.  227),  and 
saving,  further,  to  persons  then  or  thereafter  residing  w ithin  such  area  the  right 
to  vote  at  all  elections  held  within  the  political  subdivisions  where  they  respec- 
tively reside.  Upon  the  admission  of  said  State  all  references  to  the  Territory 
of  Hawaii  in  said  Act  or  In  other  laws  relating  to  Hawaii  National  Park  shall 
be  deemed  to  refer  to  the  State  of  Hawaii.  Nothing  contained  in  this  Act  shall 
be  construed  to  affect  the  ownership  and  control  by  the  United  States  of  any 
lands  or  other  property  within  Hawaii  National  Park  which  may  now  belong  to, 
or  W'hlrh  may  hereafter  be  acquired  by,  the  United  States. 

(b)  Notwithstanding  the  admission  of  the  State  of  Hawaii  into  the  Union, 
authority  Is  reserved  in  the  United  States,  subject  to  the  proviso  hereinafter 
set  forth,  for  the  exercise  by  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  of  the  power  of 
exclusive  legislation,  ns  provided  by  article  I,  section  8,  clause  17,  of  the  Con- 
stitution of  the  United  States,  in  all  cases  whatsoever  over  such  tracts  or  parcels 
of  land  as,  immediately  prior  to  the  admission  of  said  State,  are  controlled  or 
owned  by  the  United  States  and  held  for  Defense  or  Coast  Guard  purposes, 
whether  such  lands  were  acquired  by  cession  and  transfer  to  the  United  States 
by  the  Republic  of  Hawaii  and  sot  aside  by  Act  of  Congress  or  by  Executive 
order  or  proclamation  of  the  President  or  the  Governor  of  Hawaii  for  the  use 
of  the  United  States,  or  were  acquired  by  the  United  States  by  purchase,  con- 
demnation, donation,  exchange,  or  otherwise:  Provided , (i)  That  the  State  of 
Hawaii  shall  always  have  the  right  to  serve  civil  or  criminal  process  within  the 
said  tracts  or  parcels  of  land  in  suits  or  prosecutions  for  or  on  account  of  rights 
acquired,  obligations  incurred,  or  crimes  committed  within  the  said  State  but 
outride  of  the  said  tracts  or  parcels  of  land  ; (II)  that  the  reservation  of  authority 
in  the  United  States  for  the  exercise  by  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  of 
the  power  of  exclusive  legislation  over  the  lands  aforesaid  shall  not  operate  to 
prevent  such  lands  from  being  a part  of  the  State  of  HawAif,  or  to  prevent  the 
said  State  from  exercising  over  or  upon  such  lands,  concurrently  with  the  United 
States,  any  Jurisdiction  whatsoever  which  it  would  have  in  the  absence  of  such 
reservation  of  authority  and  which  is  consistent  with  the  law's  hereafter  enacted 
by  the  Congress  pursuant  to  such  reservation  of  authority;  and  (ill)  that  such 
power  of  exclusive  legislation  shall  vest  and  remain  In  the  United  States  only  so 
long  as  the  particular  tract  or  parcel  of  land  Involved  is  owned  by  the  United 
States  and  used  for  military,  naval,  Air  Force,  or  Coast  Guard  purposes. 

Sec.  17.  The  first  paragraph  of  section  2 of  the  Federal  Reserve  Act  (88  Stat. 
251)  is  amended  by  striking  out  the  last  sentence  thereof  and  inserting  in  lieu 
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of  Buch  sentence  the  following : “When  the  State  of  Hawaii  or  any  State  Is  here- 
after admitted  to  the  Union  the  Federal  Reserve  districts  shall  be  readjusted  by 
the  Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve  System  in  such  manner  as  to 
include  such  State.  Every  national  bank  in  any  State  shall,  upon  commencing 
business  or  within  ninety  days  after  admission  into  the  Union  of  the  State  In 
which  it  is  located,  become  a member  bank  of  the  Federal  Reserve  System  by 
subscribing  and  paying  for  stock  in  the  Federal  Reserve  bank  of  it a district  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of  this  Act  and  shall  thereupon  be  an  insured 
bank  under  the  Federal  Deposit  Insurance  Act,  and  failure  to  do  so  shall  subject 
such  bank  to  the  penalty  provided  by  the  sixth  paragraph  of  this  section.” 

Sec.  18.  (a)  Nothing  contained  In  this  or  any  other  Act  shall  be  construed  as 
depriving  the  Federal  Maritime  Board  of  the  exclusive  jurisdiction  heretofore 
conferred  on  it  over  common  carriers  engaged  in  transportation  by  water  between 
any  port  in  the  State  of  Hawaii  and  other  ports  in  the  United  States,  its  Terri- 
tories or  possessions,  or  as  conferring  on  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commlsion 
Jurisdiction  over  transportation  by  water  between  any  such  ports. 

(b)  Effective  on  the  admission  of  the  State  of  Hawaii  into  the  Union— 

(1)  the  first  sentence  of  section  506  of  the  Merchant  Marine  Act,  1036, 
as  amended  (46  U.S.C.,  sec.  1156),  is  amended  by  inserting  before  the  words 
“and  Island  possession  or  Island  territory”,  the  word*  “the  State  of  Hawaii, 
or” ; 

(2)  section  605(a)  of  the  Merchant  Marine  Act,  1036,  as  amended  (46 
U.S.C.,  sec.  1175),  is  amended  by  inserting  before  the  words  “an  island  pos- 
session or  island  territory”,  the  words  “the  State  of  Hawaii,  or”;  and 

(3)  the  second  paragraph  of  section  714  of  the  Merchant  Marine  Act, 
1036,  as  amended  (46  U.S.C.,  sec.  1204),  is  amended  by  inserting  before 
the  words  “an  island  possession  or  island  territory”  the  words  “the  State 
of  Hawaii,  or”. 

Sec.  10.  Nothing  contained  in  this  Act  shall  operate  to  confer  United  States 
nationality,  nor  to  terminate  nationality  heretofore  lawfully  acquired,  nor  re- 
store nationality  heretofore  lost  under  any  law  of  the  United  States  or  under 
any  treaty  to  which  the  United  States  may  have  been  a party. 

Sec.  20.  Section  101(a)  (36)  of  the  Immigration  and  Nationality  Act  (60 
Stat.  170,  8 U.S.C.,  sec.  1101(a)  (36))  Is  amended  by  deleting  the  word  “Ha- 
waii,”. 

Sec.  21.  Section  212(d)  (7)  of  the  Immigration  and  Nationality  Act  (66  Stat. 
188,  8 IJ.S.C.  1182(d)(7))  is  amended  by  deleting  from  the  third  line  of  the 
first  senteneo  thereof  the  word  “Hawaii,”  and  by  deleting  the  proviso  con- 
tained in  the  first  sentence  thereof. 

Sec.  22.  The  first  sentence  of  310(a)  of  the  Immigration  and  Nationality 
Act  (66  Stat.  239,  8 U.S.C.  1421(a))  is  amended  by  deleting  the  words  “Dis- 
trict Courts  of  the  United  States  for  the  Territories  of  Hawaii  and  Alaska” 
and  substituting  therefor  the  words  “District  Court  of  the  United  States  for 
the  Territory  of  Alaska”. 

Sec.  23.  Nothing  contained  in  this  Act  shall  be  held  to  repeal,  amend,  or  modi- 
fy the  provisions  of  section  805  of  the  Immigration  and  Nationality  Act  (66 
Shit.  237,  8 IT.S.C.  1405). 

Sec.  24.  If  any  provision  of  this  Act,  or  any  section,  subsection,  sentence, 
clause,  phrase,  or  individual  word,  or  the  application  thereof  to  any  person 
or  circumstance  is  held  Invalid,  the  validity  of  the  remainder  of  the  Act  and 
of  the  application  of  any  such  provision,  section,  subsection,  sentence,  clause, 
phrase,  or  individual  word  to  other  persons  and  circumstances  shall  not  be  af- 
fected thereby. 

Sec.  25.  All  Acts  or  parts  of  Acts  In  conflict  with  the  provisions  of  this  Act, 
whether  passed  by  the  legislature  of  said  Territory  or  by  Congress,  are  hereby 
repealed. 


U.S.  Senate, 

Committee  ok  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs, 

_ January  14,  1959. 

Hon.  William  P.  Rogers, 

Attorney  General  of  the  United  States, 

Department  of  Justice,  Washington,  D.C . 

Dear  Mr.  Attorney  General;  The  Senate  Committee  on  Interior  and  In- 
sular Affaire  requests  the  views  of  the  Department  of  Jnstice  on  S.  50,  & bill 
to  admit  Hawaii  to  statehood.  A copy  of  the  measure  as  introduced  by  me  as 
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committee  chairman  for  myself  and  5d  other  Senators  of  both  [undies  is  sub 
mttted  herewith. 

For  u number  of  years  statehood  for  Hawaii  has  been  an  native  Issue  before 
Congress.  In  the  8ttd,  Kith,  and  85th  Congresses.  President  Kiseiihnwor  has 
si>ecirteally  made  it  n jmrt  of  his  program,  setting  forth  his  recommendations 
in  either  his  state  of  the  Talon  or  budget  messages.  Again  in  his  state  of  the 
Onion  message  last  week  he  onee  more  gave  endorsement  t«>  Hawaii  statehood 
in  this,  the  Stub  Congress.  During  all  of  this  time*  and  Indeed  slnee  the  80th 
Congress,  there  have  been  charges  and  innuendo  that  Communist  influence  in 
the  Territory  was  such  that  the  Senators  and  Congressmen  oleeted  from  the 
State  of  Hawaii  would  l>e  under  the  inlliionoo  of,  or  at  the  very  least,  s.vmpa- 
thetle  toward  Communists.  Kepea ted  investigations  and  inquiries  by  this 
committee  and  other  committees  of  Congress  have  never  brought  forth  any 
evidence  worthy  of  the  name  that  this  condition  does  exist,  in  fact.  At  least, 
no  such  evidence  has  ever  been  brought  to  my  attention  despite  direc  t appeals. 

However,  the  charges  and  innuendo  continue.  Your  Department,  through 
the  FBI.  is  uniquely  equipped  to  evaluate  the  charges  and  innuendo  of  effective' 
Communist  power  within  the  Territory  of  Hawaii. 

If  there  Is  substantial  evidence  that  Communist  power  and  influence  in 
Hawaii  is  such  that  the  Senators  and  Congressmen  necessarily  would  be  subject 
to  Communist  influence,  then  the  Congress  should  know  It.  If  there  is  uo  such 
evidence,  then  the  Congress  and  the  American  people  should  know  that  fact,  as 
well.  Justice  and  fairness  to  the  more  than  half  a million  American  citizens 
in  Hawaii,  and,  in  the  event  there  is  a basics  for  the, charges,  the  security  of 
our  Natlou.  demand  a clear-cut  statement  from  you  based  on  a responsible 
Interpretation  of  the  facts  in  your  Department's  possession. 

Accordingly,  the  committee  specifically  requests  that  your  report  address 
itself,  frankly  and  directly,  to  this  issue,  as  well  as  to  any  provisions  of  the 
measure  itself  upon  which  you  care  to  comment. 

Sincerely  yours, 


James  K.  Murray,  V hairnwn . 


C.S.  Department  ok  Justice, 
Office  ok  mis  Deputy  Attorney  Generai. 


Washington,  D.(\,  February  lltMh 

Hon.  Jamks  K.  Murray, 

Chairman,  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs, 

ILS.  Senate,  Washington,  D.C, 

Dear  Senator:  In  your  letter  of  January  14,  li)5t>,  to  the  Attorney  General 
you  request  to  be  advised  whether  or  not  this  Department  has  in  its  possession 
evidence  that  would  substantiate  allegations  “that  Communist  power  and  in- 
fluence in  Hawaii  is  such  that  the  Senators  ami  Congressmen  (elected  there) 
necessarily  would  be  subject  to  Communist  Inllueiuv.*1  Your  letter  of  January 
11),  11)51),  to  the  Attorney  General  also  relates  to  the  same  problem. 

Information  in  our  possession  would  not  substantiate  the  allegation  that 
Senators  or  Congressmen  elected  In  Hawaii  would  be  subject  to  such  influence. 
Moreover,  you  will  recall  that  in  my  letter  to  you  of  July  D.  1 ! >58.  concerning 
statehood  for  Hawaii,  I stated  that  the  Department’s  position  in  support  of 
statehood  was  Arm  and  unequivocal.  Our  position  remains  unchanged. 

The  comments  you  requested  concerning  the  provisions  of  your  bill  for  state- 
homi  for  Hawaii  are  in  the  process  of  preparation  and  will  be  forwarded  to 
you  upon  their  completion. 

Sincerely  yours. 


Lawrence  K.  Wai  sh, 
Deputy  Attorney  (itneral. 


IT.S.  Department  ok  Justice, 

Office  of  the  Deputy  Attorney  Generai, 
Washington,  D,C.,JulyU, 

Hon.  James  K.  Murray, 

U.S,  Senate,  Washington,  D.C. 

Dear  Senator:  Yesterday  the  Department  rmdved  word  that  you  were  under 
the  Impression  that  your  letter  of  January  ltf,  uddressed  to  the  Attorney  General 
had  not  been  answered.  I am  writing  because  I am  afraid  that  your  flies  may 
not  show  that  In  response  to  your  letter,  Mr.  J.  Walter  Yeagley  of  this  Department 
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did  communicate  with  Mr.  Stewart  Kmu'h,  counsel  to  tin*  t'nmmiltce  on  Interior 
and  Insular  Affairs,  as  your  letter  requested.  As  Mr.  French  further  confirmed 
yesterday,  It  was  our  understanding  that  wo  had  given  you  all  the  information 
you  required. 

The  Department's  position  tn  support  of  Hawaiian  statehood  is,  of  course,  tlrm 
and  unequivocal.  It  is  expressly  set  forth  In  Mr.  Roger's  letter  to  you,  dated 
April  N,  1957.  In  that  letter  Mr.  Rogers  wrote : 

"The  Department  of  Just  lee  favors  the  enaetment  of  legislation  to  grant  state- 
hood to  lltwali  as  reeommendod  by  tin*  President  In  his  htidget  message  for  the 
fiscal  year  ending  June  HO,  195S.  ♦ * *" 

Insofar  as  claims  with  respect  to  eommunism  are  concerned,  the  matter  wns 
discussed  by  Mr.  Rogers  in  a letter  to  Senator  Jackson,  dated  Mareh  28,  1957, 
whleli  was  s|>cclficaliy  called  to  Mr.  French’s  attention  by  Mr.  Yeagley  Inst 
February. 

Sincerely  yours, 


Lawrence  K.  Walsh, 
Deputy  Attorney  (h  mral. 


FXKcrTlVK  Office  of  thk  PkFSinKNT, 

BUREAU  OF  THF.  RUIKIKT, 

Wanhinytan,  D.C.,  Fv bruwy  13,  J!k 59. 

Hon.  Jamkn  1C.  Mr kray, 

Chairman,  Committee  on  ■ Interior  and  Insular  Affairs, 

U.S.  Senate, 

Wnshiooton,  D.C. 

My  Dear  Mr.  Chairman:  This  will  reply  to  your  letter  of  January  14,  1950, 
requesting  the  comments  and  views  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  on  S.  50,  a hill 
to  provide  for  the  admission  of  the  State  of  Hawaii  into  the  Union. 

The  President  has  strongly  urged  the  enaetment  of  legislation  to  admit  the 
Territory  of  Hawaii  into  the  Union.  The  Pro  Ulont  stated  in  Ids  annual  budget 
message  transmuted  to  the  Congress  on  January  19,  1959,  Hint  it  would  bo 
"unconscionable"  if  this  action  wore  delayed  any  longer.  We  believe  that  Hawaii 
is  fully  prepared  to  assume  the  responsibilities  that  go  with  statehood  ami  should 
bo  permitted  to  take  its  right  fill  place  as  an  equal  member  of  the  Union. 

Section  15  of  the  S.  50  would  continue  in  force  and  effect  all  Territorial  laws  in 
force  in  the  Territory  of  Hawaii  at  the  time  of  its  admission  into  the  Union, 
except  as  modified  or  changed  by  the  Statehood  Act  or  the  State  constitution. 
Territorial  hnvs  would  he  subject  to  rejavd  or  amendment  by  (lie  Legislature  of 
the  State  of  Hawaii.  Territorial  laws  are  riottned  to  include  “all  laws  or  t»arts 
thereof  enacted  by  the  Congress  the  validity  of  which  Is  de|>endent  solely  upon 
the  authority  of  the  Congress  to  provide  for  the  government  of  Hawaii  prior  to 
its  admission  into  the  Union." 

The  pnr|H»se  of  the  foregoing  section  Is  to  assure  necessary  continuity  of  laws 
until  such  Unions  the  legislature  of  the  new  State  can  enact  laws  for  the  control 
of  its  internal  affairs.  The  definition  of  ‘Territorial  laws"  as  including  laws 
enacted  by  the  Congress  for  the  government  of  the  Territory  may  have  the  result. 
In  some  instances,  of  continuing  Federal  responsibility  for  the  administration 
of  laws  regulating  intrastate  commerce.  While  it  may  he  highly  desirable  that 
Federal  ollieials  continue  administration  of  such  Territorial  laws  for  a transi- 
tional period,  considerable  confusion  might  arise  if  the  terminaton  of  Federal 
responsibility  were  left  solely  to  future  action  by  the  State  legislature.  We  sug- 
gest, therefore,  that  section  15  he  amended  to  make  clear  that  such  Federal 
responsibility  will  cease  either  on  a date  si>ocitled  in  the  Statehood  Act,  or  on  the 
effective  date  of  any  law  enacted  h.v  the  State  legislature  which  modifies  or 
changes  such  Territorial  lnw\  whichever  occurs  first. 

The  Bureau  of  the  Budget  supports  the  objectives  of  S.  *50,  and  you  are  hereby 
advised  that  the  enactment  of  legislation  to  provide  for  the  admission  of  the 
State  of  Hawaii  Into  the  Union  would  be  in  accord  with  the  program  of  the 
President. 

Sincerely  yours, 


Phillip  S.  Hughes, 
Director  for  Legislative  Reference. 
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U.S.  Department  or  the  Interior, 

Ornoit  or  the  Secretary, 
Washington,  D.C. , February  4, 1959. 

Hon.  James  E,  Murray, 

Chairman,  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs, 

U.8.  Senate , Washington,  D.C . 

Dear  Senator  Murray  : This  will  reply  to  your  request  for  the  views  of  this 
Department  on  S.  60,  providing  for  the  admission  of  the  Territory  of  Hawaii 
Into  the  Union. 

We  urge  the  enactment  of  Hawaii  ndmlssion  legislation.  We  shall  be  glad 
to  assist  the  commltttee  In  any  way  It  may  desire  in  connection  with  the  techni- 
cal language  of  the  bill. 

Now  that  the  admission  of  Alaska  as  a State  in  the  Union  is  a fact,  we  believe 
that  the  prompt  admission  of  Hawaii,  our  only  remaining  incorporated  Territory, 
will  represent  a timely  addition  to  this  Nation’s  complement  of  States.  Further- 
more, the  admission  of  Hawaii  will  fulfil]  a solemn  obligation  on  the  port  of  the 
United  States  to  the  people  of  Hawaii — first  expressed  In  the  Treaty  of 
Annexation  in  1808. 

Tho  bill  provides  for  the  admission  of  Hawaii  into  the  Union  as  a State,  and 
prescribes  the  procedure  to  be  followed  for  that  purpose.  It  properly  recognizes 
the  actions  already  taken  by  the  Government  and  the  people  of  the  Territory  to 
form  and  adopt  a State  constitution,  and  ratifies  those  actions. 

With  the  admission  into  the  Union  of  Alaska,  many  of  the  objections  formerly 
argued  against  the  admission  of  Hawaii  are  no  longer  applicable.  The  opposi- 
tion to  admission  of  noncontiguous  areas,  for  example,  Is  obviously  outdated. 
In  fact,  Hawaii  is  in  every  way  as  well  qualified  for  statehood  as  is  Alaska. 

Hawaii  Is  truly  American  in  every  aspect  of  its  life.  Its  people  have  been 
citizens  of  the  United  States  since  1000 ; they  have  no  other  loyalty.  They  have 
lived  under  the  same  laws,  paid  the  same  taxes,  and  enjoyed  the  same  consti- 
tutional guarantees  as  other  Americans  for  over  half  a century.  The  American- 
ism of  the  people  of  Hawaii  goes  beyond  mere  legal  conformity.  Hawaii  Is  per- 
vaded by  American  ideals  and  practices  in  its  civic  organizations  and  private 
charities,  In  its  educational  system  and  its  athletics,  in  its  press  and  radio,  and 
in  its  way  of  living  generally. 

While  a substantial  proportion  of  Hawaii’s  people  are  of  racial  extractions 
originating  In  a distant  continent,  we  believe  there  are  no  finer  patriots  in  the 
Nation— as  was  proved  by  the  kind  of  service  given  by  Hawaii’s  sons  during 
World  War  II  and  the  Korean  conflict 

Hawaii  has  also  met  every  objective  test  of  fitness  for  statehood.  The  civil- 
ian population  of  Hawaii  for  1958  was  estimated  by  the  Census  Bureau  to  be 
578,000.  Although  recent  figures  on  military  population  cannot  be  revealed  for 
security  reasons,  it  seems  likely  that  the  military  population  in  1958  amounted 
to  about  59,000,  the  same  figure  as  for  1957,  thus  giving  Hawaii  a total  of 
037.000  for  1958. 

Thus,  Hawaii’s  population  exceeds  that  of  the  following  six  States:  New 
Hampshire,  584,000;  Delaware,  454,000;  Vermont,  372,000;  Wyoming,  320,000; 
Nevada,  267,000;  and  Alaska,  214,000. 

In  recent  years  Federal  Internal  Revenue  collections  in  Hawaii  have  generally 
exceeded  those  in  10  of  the  present  States.  In  fiscal  1958,  such  collections  in 
Hawaii  amounted  to  $166,306,000,  which  were  greater  than  the  collections  in 
New  Hampshire,  Vermont,  North  Dakota,  South  Dakota,  Montana,  Id^ho, 
Wyoming,  New  Mexico,  Nevada,  or  Alaska. 

The  Hawaiian  tax  commissioner  has  estimated  the  Islands’  gross  territorial 
product  for  1958  at  the  impressive  total  of  $2,109,890,000. 

For  many  years  the  people  of  Hawaii  have  exercised  self-government  In  a 
manner  that  demonstrates  their  firm  adherence  to  the  Ideals  of  free  government 
The  Hawaiian  economy  is  well-developed  and  prosperous.  It  can  easily  rapport 
the  slight  additional  expense  to  the  Hawaiian  taxpayer  that  will  result  from 
statehood. 

The  Territory  of  Hawaii  has  repeatedly  petitioned  for  statehood,  and  8 years 
ago  adopted  a State  constitution  which  was  ratified  overwhelmingly  by  the 
voters.  The  constitution  evidences  a sound  and  mature  grasp  of  governmental 
problems. 

President  Eisenhower  has  repeatedly  recommended  statehood  for  Hawaii.  In 
opening  his  state  of  the  Union  address  on  January  9,  the  President  said : “May 
I voice  the  hope  that  before  my  term  of  office  is  ended  I shall  have  the  cppor- 
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tunlty  and  great  satisfaction  of  seeing  the  50th  star  In  our  national  flag/'  And 
in  his  budget  message  to  the  86th  Congress,  the  Tresldent  stated:  “I  again 
recommend  that  the  Congress  enact  legislation  to  admit  Hawaii  Into  the  Union 
as  a State,  and  to  grant  home  rule  to  the  District  of  Columbia.  It  would  be 
unconscionable  If  either  of  these  actions  were  delayed  any  longer." 

We  appreciate  this  opportunity  to  again  express  our  views  on  this  Important 
subject.  And  we  stand  ready  to  aid  your  committee,  in  any  manner,  to  assure 
early  consideration  by  the  Congress  of  the  petition  of  the  people  of  Hawaii  for 
admission  of  Hawaii  into  our  Union.  As  a matter  of  simple  justice,  the  prompt 
admission  of  Hawaii,  our  lost  incorporated  Territory,  should  be  accomplished 
as  soou  as  i>osslble. 

The  Bureau  of  the  Budget  has  advised  that  there  is  no  objection  to  the  sub- 
mission of  this  report  to  your  committee. 

Sincerely  yours, 


Feed  A.  Seaton, 


Secretary  of  the  Interior . 


Office  of  tiie  Secbetary  of  Defense, 

Washington,  D.C.,  February  12,  1959. 

Hon.  Henry  M.  Jackson, 

Chairman , Subcommittee  on  Territories  and  Insular  Affairs,  Committee  on  In* 
terior  and  Insular  Affairs,  U.8.  Senate. 


Dear  Mr.  Chairman  : The  Secretary  of  Defense  has  asked  me  to  reply  to  your 
letter  of  February  6,  1959,  in  which  you  announced  hearings  for  February  25, 
1959,  pertaining  to  S.  50,  the  Hawaiian  statehood  bill.  You  stated  the  commit- 
tee’s desires  to  limit  the  hearings  to  new  testimony,  and  asked  the  Secretary  to 
advise  you  should  he  desire  to  present  testimony. 

The  Department  of  the  Navy  is  the  action  agency  for  this  bill  in  the  Departs 
ment  of  Defense.  Rear  Adm.  K.  M.  McManus,  USN,  represented  the  Depart- 
ment in  recent  hearings  on  a similar  bill  before  the  House  Committee  on  Interior 
and  Insular  Affairs.  Your  letter  has  been  considered,  and  it  has  been  concluded 
that  the  testimony  that  any  Department  of  Defense  witness  would  give  would 
contain  nothing  new.  The  report  of  the  Department  of  Defense  on  S.  50,  now 
In  preparation  and  soon  to  be  submitted,  recites  views  and  considerations  of 
the  Department  on  this  bill.  Accordingly,  no  witness  representing  the  Depart- 
ment of  Defense  is  presently  contemplated. 

Thank  you  for  your  consideration. 

Sincerely  yours, 


Carlton  R.  Adams, 


Captain,  USN,  Deputy  Assistant  to  the  Secretary  (Legislative  Affairs) . 


Department  of  the  Navy, 

Office  of  the  Secretary, 
Washington,  D.C. , February  25, 1959. 

Hon.  James  E.  Murray, 

Chairman,  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs,  U.8.  Senate,  Washington , 
D.C . 

My  Dear  Mb.  Chairman  : Your  request  for  comment  on  S.  50,  a bill  to  provide 
for  the  admission  of  the  State  of  Hawaii  Into  the  Union,  has  been  assumed  to 
this  Department  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense  for  the  preparation  of  a report 
thereon  expressing  the  views  of  the  Department  of  Defense. 

With  regard  to  the  military  aspects  of  statehood  for  Hawaii,  this  bill  pro- 
vides for  retention  of  ownership  by  the  United  States  in  all  lands  held  for  mili- 
tary purposes.  The  bill  further  provides  that  concurrent  jurisdiction  over  such 
lands  is  to  be  vested  In  the  State  of  Hawaii  and  the  United  States  with  the 
reservation  to  the  Congress  of  the  authority,  by  legislative  process,  to  take 
exclusive  jurisdiction  on  behalf  of  the  United  States.  These  provisions  are  sat- 
isfactory to  this  Department. 

At  the  present  time  the  military  departments  are  occupying  about  114,000  acres 
of  ceded  iand  under  Territorial  license.  Af  there  is  no  provision  in  S.  50  for 
the  continued  use  of  this  land  without  cost,  this  Department  could  be  deprived 
of  the  free  use  of  such  land.  Following  the  hearings  before  the  House  Com- 

37397 — 59 7 


92 


STATEHOOD  FOR  HAWAII 


ndttco  od  Interior  ana  Insular  Affairs,  II.1L  4221  was  iutroduccd.  Section  5(d> 
of  that  bill  reads: 

“Any  public  lands  or  other  public  property  that  is  conveyed  to  tho  State  of 
Hawaii  by  subsection  (b)  of  tills  section  but  tlmt,  immediately  prior  to  the 
admission  of  said  State  into  the  Union,  is  controlled  by  the  United  States  pur- 
suant to  jicrmlt,  license,  or  permission,  written  or  verbal,  from  the  Territory  of 
Hawaii  or  any  department  thereof  may,  at  any  time  during  the  5 years  follow- 
ing tho  admission  of  Hawaii  into  the  Uulon,  he  set  aside  by  net  of  Congress  or 
by  Executive  order  of  the  President,  made  pursuant  to  law,  for  the  use  of. the 
Untted  States,  mid  the  lauds  or  projierty  so  set  aside  shall,  subject  only  to  valid 
rights  then  existing,  he  the  property  of  the  United  States.” 

Tills  provision  of  II. H.  1221  would  protect  the  interests  of  the  Department  of 
Defense  and,  at  tho  same  time,  would  permit  the  necessary  time  for  the  determi- 
nation of  the  land  needs  of  the  Department  by  providing  for  u 5 year  period  in 
which  to  withdraw  for  Federal  use  that  land  which  is  being  used  lly  the  military 
departments' hut  which  has  not  actually  been  withdrawn  on  the  date  on  which 
Hawaii  is  admitted  to  the  Union.  It  is  therefore  recommended  that  S.  50  be 
amended  to  include  the  above-quoted  language. 

As  a technical  matter,  it  is  recommended  that  there  lie  an  explicit  showing  in 
any  bill  enacted  that  not  only  the  Submerged  Laud  Act  of  105.%  but  also  the 
Outer  Continental  Shelf  Lands  Act  will  apply  to  the  Slate  of  Hawaii. 

Additionally,  section  10(b)  of  S.  50  retains  jurisdiction  in  the  United  States 
over  lands  “controlled  or  owned”  by  the  United  States  and  held  for  Defense  or 
Const  Ouard  pur|>osos  (line  20,  p.  20)*  and  provides  that  such  jurisdiction  shall 
vest  In  tho  United  States  only  so  long  as  the  particular  laud  involved  “fa  ouned” 
by  the  Untied  States  (line  20,  p.  21).  The  Italicized  words  should  conform  with 
the  preceding  language  and  rend  “is  controlled  or  owned”. 

If  amended  in  accordance  with  the  foregoing,  the  needs  of  the  services  would 
he  adequately  safeguarded  mul  the  Department  of  the  Navy  on  behalf  of  the 
Department  of  Defense  would  support  the  provisions  of  S.  50. 

Tills  report  has  been  coordinated  with  the  Department  of  Defense  In  accord- 
ance with  procedures  presort IkhI  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense. 

The  Department  of  the  Navy  has  been  advised  by  tho  Bureau  of  the  Budget 
that  there  Is  no  objection  to  the  submission  of  lids  report  on  S.  50  to  the 
Congress. 

For  tho  Secretary  of  the  Navy. 

Sincerely  yours, 


K.  L.  Kiutik, 

Captain,  U.S.  Nary,  Deputy  Chief  of  hvyislatirv  JAoisoti. 


Decani  men t ok  Aniurn/mu:, 
Washington,  /M\,  February  5,  tP.VL 

Hon.  .1  amks  E.  Mrauw, 

1'hftinnan,  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs, 
l\S.  Senate. 

Di:\u  Senator  Mliuiay  : This  is  in  reply  to  your  letter  of  .Tmmary  I t,  1050, 
requesting  a report  on  S.  50,  a bill,  "To  provide  for  the  admission  of  the  State  of 
Hawaii  Into  the  Union.’* 

Tho  Department’s  overall  position  on  tills  bill  may  best  he  set  forth  by  quoting 
from  the  President’s  slate  of  (lie  Union  message,  tinted  January  0,  1050: 

‘May  I voice  the  hope  that  before  my  term  of  olllee  Is  ended  I shall  have  the 
opportunity  and  the  great  satisfaction  of  seeing  the  50th  star  in  our  national 
Hag.” 

We  have  no  comments  on  the  specific  language  of  the  bill  beenuso  it  does  not 
directly  affect  tills  Department. 

The  Bureau  of  the  Budget  advises  that  there  Is  no  objection  to  the  submission 
of  this  report. 

Sincerely  yours, 


E.  L.  Peterson,  Assistant  Secretary. 
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BOARD  OF  flOVKRNOUB  OF  TIIK 

Federal  Deserve  System. 
Washington,  t'ebruanj  //,  t9MK 


Iloil.  JAMES  10.  Ml' ll  RAY, 

Chairman,  Committer  on  Interior  anti  Insular  Affair#, 

U.S.  Senate,  Washington,  D.C. 

My  Dear  Mu.  Chairman  : This  is  in  response  to  your  letter  of  January  20,  1050, 
requesting  ti  report  with  resp(*ot  to  a liili,  S.  5ti,  "To  provide  Jor  the  admission 
of  the*  Stale*  of  Hawaii  Into  tin*  Union." 

Thi*  only  provisions  of  this  bill  that  directly  affect  the  Fe  deral  Deserve  System 
are  those 'contained  in  section  17  which  would  amend  section  2 of  the*  Fceleral 
Ite*sorve  Act  to  provide*  (1)  that  when  the  State  of  Hawaii  or  any  Slate  is  here- 
after admltte*el  to  the  Union  I lie*  Federal  Reserve  Districts  shall  he*  readjusted  by 
tin*  Hoard  of  Governors  so  ns  to  include*  such  Slate*,  and  (2)  that  national  banks 
in  any  ne*w  Slate  shall  become  members  of  the*  Fceleral  Ueserve  System  within 
IK)  days  after  admission  of  such  Stall*  into  the  Union. 

Those  provisions  were  !,e’<,onime*iiele,cl  by  I lie*  Hoard  of  (invemnrs  for  inclusion 
In  both  tlie  Alaskan  and  Hawaiian  statehood  hills  when  such  bills  were  tinder 
consideration  by  the*  Congress  in  previous  years.  Tin*  Hoard  hope's  therefore 
that  tlu'se*  or  similar  provisions  will  he  retained  in  the*  present  bill. 

As  a matter  of  drafting,  It  may  he*  imicel  that  I lie  second  part  of  flu*  proposed 
ame*iiilinent  to  section  2 of  tin*  Fe'elernl  Deserve  Act,  regarding  laembeTsliip  in  the 
Fceleral  Deserve  System  of  national  banks  In  a new  State,  is  (dent leal  with  nn 
amendment  which  was  contained  in  the*  Alaskan  Statehood  Ae*l  approved  July  7. 
W5S,  anel  that  therefore  this  amendment  is  no  longer  necessary.  It  may  nisei  ho 
note'll  that  tho  first  part  of  the  proposed  auu*iidnu*ut  to  section  2 of  the  Federal 
He'se*rve*  Act  would  iuive  the  effect  of  elm  aging  a se»nte*nce  added  to  the*  law  liy 
tin*  Alaskan  Statehood  Aet,  regarding  the*  readjust inent  of  Federal  Deserve 
districts  to  include*  the*  State  of  Alaska,  so  ns  to  re*fer  to  "the  State  of  Hawaii 
or  any  State"  instead  of  “the  State  of  Alaska.”  It  would  be  sufficient,  therefore. 
If  the*  present  hill  merely  amended  the*  next  to  the  last  sentence  of  the  first 
paragraph  of  section  2 of  the  Federal  Deserve  Act  to  substitute  for  the  words 
”the  State  of  Alaska”  the  words  "the  State  of  Alaska  or  Hawaii.” 

Sincerely  yours, 

Wm.  McC.  Martin,  Jr. 


The  Secretary  of  Commerce, 
Washington,  I).0.,  March  .5,  1059, 

lion.  James  R.  Murray, 

Chairman,  Committee  on  Interior  ami  Insular  Affairs, 

U.S,  Senate,  Washington,  D.C, 

Dear  Mr.  Oiiatrman:  This  loiter  Is  in  reply  to  your  request  of  January  14, 
11)51).  for  the  views  of  this  Department  with  res|K*et  to  S.  50,  n bill  to  provide 
for  the  admission  of  the  State  of  Hawaii  into  the  Union. 

The  comments  which  follow  are  limited  to  tho  effect  of  enactment  of  tho  bill 
on  the  transportation  activities  of  this  Department. 

Enactment  of  the  hill  would  not  affect  any  of  the  transportation  responsibili- 
ties of  the  Department  of  Commerce.  Hawaii  receives  Federal-aid  highway 
grants  on  tho  same  basis  as  other  States  with  the  exception  of  funds  for  tho 
Interstate  System  which  is  not  appropriate  to  Hawaii  because  of  Its  geography. 
Section  18  of  the  bill  provides  for  the  continuance  of  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Fed- 
eral Maritime  Hoard  over  shipping  between  Hawaii  ami  the  mainland,  a pro- 
vision satisfactory  to  this  Department. 

This  Department  would,  therefore,  recommend  the  enactment  of  S.  50. 

The  Bureau  of  the  Budget  has  advised  that  it  would  interpose  no  objection  to 
the  submission  of  this  report  to  your  committee. 

Sincerely  yours, 


Frederick  II.  Me  fixer. 
Under  Secretary  of  Commerce . 
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Department  or  Commerce, 

ItlTHKAIJ  OF  TUB  CF.N8UH, 
U’aafcfHyfcm,  D.C.,  January  It,  IO!W. 

Hon.  Jamkr  E.  Murray, 

Chairman,  Committee  oh  Interior  amt  Insular  Affairs, 

U.S . Senate,  Washington,  D.C. 


Dear  Senator  Murray:  1 Imre  your  letter  of  January  8,  requesting  that  your 
committee  be  supplied  with  the  latest  Information  on  the  population  of  Hawaii. 

There  are  enclosed  three  copies  of  our  report*  series  1*  25,  No.  181),  giving  pro- 
visional estimates  of  the  population  of  States  and  selected  outlying  areas  of  the 
United  StAtes  as  of  July  1,  1958.  This  shows  the  civilian  imputation  of  Hawaii 
for  that  year  as  578,000  and  the  total  imputation  for  July  1,  1057,  ns  018,000. 

Sincerely  yours, 


ROBERT  W.  llURGESN, 
Director,  Hun'an  of  tho  Census. 


AlTKNMX  H 

(Committee  Noth. — The  committee  received  a largo  number  of 
communications  inspecting  the  issue  of  statehood  for  Hawaii,  all  of 
which  weiv  carefully  considered  by  it*  The  majority  favored  enact- 
ment of  the  admission  legislation,  out  there  were  also* several  in  oppo- 
sition. Some  of  these  latter  were  not  signed  and  hence  are  not  printed 
in  the  record.  Others  were  indecipherable.  All  of  the  communica- 
tions in  opposition  which  were  received  by  the  committee  up  to  the 
time  of  going  to  press  are  set  forth  below. ) 

U.S.  Senate, 

COMMITTKKON  TUB  J CDICIARY, 

February  5,  tOSO. 

Mr.  Rickard  I a Callaghan, 

Staff  Director , Cotnuiiffee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs, 

TTaaMnyfo*,  D.C. 

Dear  Mr.  Callaghan:  Hero  arc  some  copies  of  an  article  hy  Dr.  Hargis, 
which  I have  boon  asked  to  pass  to  tho  Members  of  tho  Senate  most  concerned. 
Since  the  Hawaii  statehood  hill  will  come  before  your  committee,  I am  sending 
these  on  to  you  for  whatever  disposition  you  think  best. 

Sincerely, 

Jambs  O.  Eastland, 

Chairman,  Internal  Security  Subcommittee . 

IFrom  article  by  l>r.  It.  J,  lUrgln,  director  of  Christian  Crusade,  Tulsa,  Oklit.,  AiuuimI  1D.\s| 
Should  Hawaii  Become  tub  50tii  State? 

In  a report  dated  June  21,  HMD,  the  Senate  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular 
Affairs  stated : “Since  V-J  Day,  In  September  1915,  the  Hawaiian  Islands  have 
become  one  of  tho  central  operations  buses  and  a strategic  clearinghouse  for  tbr 
Communist  campaign  against  tho  United  States  of  America.”  The  report  wanted 
ns  that  “by  the  well-known  Infiltration  tactics  of  world  communism,  n relative 
handful  of  Moscow  adherents  in  the  islands,  operating  chiefly  through  the  IlAVlT 
(Internationa)  Longshoremen's  ahd  Warehousemen's  Union),  has  persistently 
sabotaged  the  economic  life  of  tho  Territory.  This  premeditated  campaign  of 
sabotage,  through  strikes,  slowdowns,  Arbitrary  work  stoppages,  and  violent  racial 
agitation,  Is  Inspired,  managed,  directed,  and  financed  largely  through  the  Inter- 
national headquarters  of  the  ILWU  In  San  Francisco.”  The  re|R>rt  said  that 
“Harry  Bridges,  president  of  the  ILWU,  Is  the  unseen  Communist  dictator  of  the 
Territory  of  Hawaii.” 

This  Investigation  began  early  in  1948  and  was  abandoned  In  Juno  1949  after 
a move  In  Congress  for  Hawaiian  Rtatehood  was  sidetracked  by  this  explosive 
report.  The  complexion  of  our  Congress  has  moved  more  toward  the  left  since 
1049  and  there  Is  some  doubt  tlmt  even  such  facts  as  those  l have  Just  described 
will  halt  them  now.  Certainly,  whim  direct  aid  to  Communist  tHmspIrney  govern 
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mentft  In  voted  by  Oongiotw,  we  can  fear  the  worst  for  our  Nation  In  any  vote 
involving  national  security.  * * ♦ 

Patrick  WalRb,  formerly  a Kremlin  agont  in  Canada,  the  United  Staten,  France* 
Britain,  and  Italy,  ideutltlod  ilrldgca  as  a vlco  president  of  the  Cominform  mari- 
time apparatus.  A report  by  the  Senate  Interior  Committee  during  HMD  stated. 
"Tlio  Communist  International  maintains  a special  agency  to  distribute  Moscow 
decisions  and  orders  to  the  07  nationwide  Communist  Hurtles  throughout  the 
world  * * Harry  Bridges'  union  was  expelled  from  the  CIO  in  11)40  after 
Jliidlugs  that  the  entire  organisation  was  Communist  dominated.  • * • 

After  S years,  the  investigation  started  by  the  Committee  on  Interior  and 
Insular  Affairs  was  resumed  by  the  Senate  Internal  Security  Subcommittee  In 
December  1950.  One  of  the  first  witnesses  was  (Jen.  John  W.  O'Daniel,  known 
as  Iron  Mike  ami  former  commanding  general  of  the  U S.  Army  forces  in  the 
l’ncillc  from  1P52  through  11)54.  He  told  Iho  subcommittee  that  the  danger  from 
communism  in  Hawaii  was  “Just  as  great,  If  not  greater,  than  in  1048.”  He  said 
that  the  Islands  are  very  important  militarily  nml  that  the  Communists  ®i>end 
$2‘J0,000  a year  on  organizational  work  there.  * ♦ * The  Senate  committee  dc- 
scrllKHl  the  Communist  ojhuuIIoii  to  takeover  the  Demoeratle  Party  In  Hawaii. 
Hepresentallve  Cairo  1 1 Items  of  Tennessee,  descrlUal  the  Senate  committee’s 
tladings  as  follows:  "First,  the  Iteds  took  control  of  the  IIAVU ; next  the  IIAVU 
offered  to  ‘assist’  the  Democratic  Party,  then  devoured  It."  Tin*  committee  report 
stated:  "John  Wayne  Hall,  the  leader  of  the  IIAVIT  ia  the  Hawaiian  Islands, 
met  with  Harry  Kronlck,  a leader  in  t In*  Democratic  Party  In  Honolulu,  during 
Septcudtcr  ID-17,  to  determine  indlcies  for  assistance  to  be  given  the  Democratic 
Party  by  the  IIAVU.  ♦ * * By  March  11MS  the  HAVU  had  undertaken  a militant 
campaign  to  indurate  and  control  the  Democratic  Party  from  the  precinct  level 
up  through  the  Territorial  convention,  which  was  scheduled  for  May  HMS.  This 
iuttll ration  ♦ * * was  under  the  direct  leadership  of  Harry  Uehua  Kamoku,  a 
recognized  Communist  and  a prominent  IIAVU  leader.  • • • The  Democratic 
Territorial  Convention  was  held  In  Honolulu  on  May  2,  IMS,  at  Ihe  McKinley 
High  School  auditorium.  Forty-one  Communist  Party  members  were  delegates 
or  alternates  to  this  convention.  They  controlled  every  committee  in  the  con- 
vention." 

Victor  Itlcsel  * * • went  to  Hawaii  a few  years  ago  to  try  to  discover  the 
source  of  Bridges’  power.  He  ro|K>rfod  some  of  his  findings  in  the  American 
legion  magazine  for  October  1IK10.  Mr.  Itlesol  said,  "I  found  courageous  Jour- 
nalists and  businessmen  trying  to  fight  back.  I found  labor  leaders,  Isolated  as 
well  as  Insulated,  trying  to  flglit.  hut  utterly  Ignored  by  their  national  leaders 
at  home  who  have  not  dispatched  money  or  iuan|tower  for  an  effective  light  on 
Bridges'  machine.  I found  that  Bridges'  and  Hall's  power  was  so  strong  that 
their  agents  could  wander  through  the  legislative  chandlers  at  will.  They  rc- 
celvcd  copies  of  secret  documents  lieforc  special  legislative  committees  nnvlved 
them  * * 

In  Ids  article,  ltlesel  Informed  us  that  the  Kremlin  announced  to  Communists 
during  December  ID55  that  they  considered  Hawaii  a “colonial  area"  • • •. 
Kommunlst  magazine  mentioned  Hawaii  and  American-run  Samoa  as  examples 
of  capitalist  "colonialism."  The  Kremlin  announced  that  these  areas  must  ho 
liberated  by  “revolutionary  action." 

In  (Ids  drive  for  Hawaii,  the  conspirators  want  Hawaii  to  become  a State, 
probably  so  they  can  send  their  Senators  and  Representatives  to  Washington 
and  for  other  reasons.  The  Senate  committee  In  June  HMD  warned  us:  "State- 
hood for  Hawaii  Is  a primary  objective  of  Communist  imlley  In  the  Territory, 
The  IIAVU  and  the  Communist  Party  say  frankly  that  they  could  control  a clear 
majority  of  the  delegates  who  would  write  the  new  State  constitution,"  Should 
Hawaii  t)o  our  50th  State? 


V,S.  Sknayk, 

CouMirrvK  on  lvmuou  a*ni»  Inspuak 

February  /2,  tUMK 

Hon.  Jam  tea  0.  Rash,  and, 

Chairman,  Internal  Security  Suhi'ammittce,  Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  (t.8. 
Semite,  W’anhinytoH,  DJ\ 

D»ah  Nknatok  Kasti.and:  Dick  Callaghan,  our  committee  staff  director,  has 
shown  mo  the  copy  of  the  article  by  Dr.  B.  Ji  Hargis,  of  Tulsa,  Okla.,  in  otuxtf* 
tlou  to  my  Mil  for  statehood  for  Hawaii  which  you  sent  to  him.  Several  other 
persons  also  have  sent  me  copies  of  tlm  article,  but  I rend  It  again,  in  the  light 
of  Its  submittal  by  you,  with  close  attention. 
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Dr.  Hargis’  assumptions  mid  conclusions  nre  completely  at  variance  with  the 
findings  of  the  Department  of  Justice,  which  has  nil  of  the  resources  of  the 
Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation  at  Its  disposal,  and  with  those  of  the  Members 
of  the  Senate  and  of  the  House  who  conducted  painstaking  investigations 
throughout  the  islands  during  the  recess. 

In  the  event  that  the  formal  report  submitted  by  Congressman  Leo  O'Brien, 
chairman  of  the  House  Subcommittee  on  Territories,  may  not  have  come  to  your 
attention,  I take  pleasure  in  enclosing  a copy. 

Also,  I mu  submitting  copies  of  my  formal  inquiry  of  the  Attorney  General 
and’ his  recent  reply  to  me. 

Our  Territories  subcommittee  Is  opening  hearings  on  S.  50  on  Wednesday, 
February  25,  and  ou  behalf  of  Its  members  and  those  of  the  full  committee  I 
wish  to  extend  an  Invitation  to  you  to  api>ear  at  the  hearing,  at  your  convenience, 
and  present  any  facts  or  views  you  believe  might  be  helpful. 

In  any  event,  I will  see  to  it  that  the  article  which  you  transmitted  is  called  to 
the  attention  of  the  commit  tec. 

Sincerely  yours, 


James  K.  Murray,  Chairman. 


• U.S.  Senate, 

Committee  ox  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs, 

March  2,  J950. 

Hon.  Ingram  M.  Stainiiack, 

Supreme  Court  of  Territory  of  Hawaii, 

Judiciary  Building,  Honolulu , T.H . 

Dear  Judge  Stainuack:  T have  read  with  keen  interest  your  letter  and  its 
enclosures  urging  amendment  to  S.  50  to  give  the  people  of  Hawaii  the  alterna- 
tive of  choosing  between  statehood  and  commonwealth  status.  Your  enclo- 
sures also  were  most  stimulating. 

As  you  point  out  in  your  letter  to  the  Advertiser,  I am  not  a lawyer.  However, 
I have  given  our  |>olitlcal  system,  and  its  history,  some  little  thought  and  study. 
Traditionally  we  have  lmd  States,  Territories,  and  island  ] assess  In  ns.  Terri- 
tories have  been  of  two  kinds,  incorporated — that  is,  those  areas  to  which  Con- 
gress has  expressly  extended  the  Constitution — and  unincorporated.  (I  con- 
fess I am  somewhat  surprised  that  you,  who  are  a lawyer  ami  a judge,  make  so 
much  of  the  dissents  In  the  insular  eases  rather  than  accepting  the  majority 
opinions,  which  after  all  do  state  the  law  as  it  Is,  rather  than  as  you  think  it 
ought  to  he). 

Commonwealth  was  unknown  to  our  political  system,  except  for  the  transitory 
status  of  the  Philippine  Islands,  until  we  acquiesced  in  its  establishment  in 
Puerto  Ulco  in  1052  in  accordance  with  the  unquestionable  desires  of  the  great 
majority  of  the  people  of  Puerto  Rico. 

Beginning  with  the  time  Puerto  Rico  came  under  Ihc  American  flag  as  a result 
of  the  war  with  Spain,  the  relationships  between  the  Federal  Government  and 
Puerto  Rico  have  boon  unique.  The  island  always  was  outside  our  internal 
revenue  system,  and  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States  was  never  extended  to 
It  The  act  approving  the  commonwealth  form  of  government  which  the  people 
of  Puerto  Rico,  on  their  own  initiative,  had  drafted  for  themselves  did  not 
change  this  basic  fiscal  or  legal  relationship. 

Hawaii,  on  the  other  hand,  is  in  a very  substantially  different  relationship, 
historically,  legally,  and  factually.  Last  year,  Hawaii  paid  some  $1(10  million 
into  the  Federal  Treasury,  thus  contributing  more  than  10  of  the  existing 
States.  Since  the  imposition  of  the  income  tax,  she  has  paid  in  something  like 
$2.3  billion. 

To  deprive  the  Federal  Treasury  of  this  source  of  revenue  in  times  such  ns 
these  should  he  the  subject  of  much  careful  thought  and  study.  Philosophically, 
there  is  grave  question  as  to  the  desirability  of  extending  any  further  the  prin- 
ciple of  relieving  special  groups  of  American  citizens  from  support  of  the  Fed- 
eral Government.  These  matters  nre  not  something  that  could,  or  should,  he 
done  by  a simple  amendment  to  a pending  bill  intended  to  accomplish  a wholly 
different  purpose. 

Much  more  persuasive  to  my  mind,  however,  Is  the  fact  that  the  people  of 
Hawaii  have  Incontrovertibly  given  proof  that  their  desi  ■ is  statehood,  not 
some  other,  lesser  status*  As  I am  certain  you  know  even  better  than  I,  in  the 
last  general  election  there  was  an  organized  Commonwealth  Party  on  the 
ballot  in  Hawaii.  The  Commonwealth  Party’s  candidate  for  the  Territory- 
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wide  offices  of  Delegate,  Mr.  K.  A.  Brenner,  received  but  1,<X>C  votes  out  of  a 
total  nearly  155,000  ballots  east. 

To  me,  that  is  conclusive  evidence  of  bow  little  our  000,000  fellow-Americnn 
citizens  in  Hawaii  think  of  any  status  other  than  full  American  citizenship, 
which  means  the  right  to  help  choose  their  own  national  officers  and  help  write 
their  own  national  laws— including  of  course,  the  tax  laws. 

As  I say,  I found  your  ideas  most  stimulating,  and,  while  I cannot  agree  with 
them,  I think  you  should  he  heard.  Accordingly.  I am  (‘ailing  your  letter  and  its 
enclosures  to  the  attention  of  each  of  the  committee  members,  and  having  it 
printed  in  the  record  of  our  hearings  where  your  material  will  be  available  to 
every  Member  of  the  Semite. 

I was  genuinely  glad  to  hear  from  you  on  this  matter. 

Sincerely  yours, 


Clinton  1\  Anderson. 


SUPREME  CorilT, 

Territory  of  Hawaii, 
Honolulu , February  20,  1U59, 

Senator  Clinton  P.  Anderson, 

U.S.  Semite,  1 Yashwf/ton,  D.V. 

My  Dear  Senator:  A few  days  ago  at  lunch  I happened  to  meet  Randolph 
Crossley  who  told  me  that  he  had  recently  sat  next  to  you  on  a plane  trip  to 
Chicago  and  that  you  did  not  now  appear  so  enthusiastic  for  statehood.  In  the 
discussion  that  followed,  Randolph  Crossley  stated  that  if  t he  voters  of  Hawaii 
were  given  the  choice  of  statehood  or  Commonwealth  (a  tax-exempt  Territory,  as 
he  termed  it),  they  would  vote  3 to  l for  such  tax-exempt  Territory. 

I am,  therefore,  suggesting  that  an  amendment  be  made  to  the  pending  state- 
hood bill  giving  the  jieople  of  the  Territory  the  right  to  vote  for  statehood  or  for 
the  Commonwealth  status  for  Hawaii. 

It  would  he  necessary  to  allow  some  little  time  before  such  an  election  so  that 
the  people  could  secure  full  information  on  Commonwealth,  which  status  has 
been  completely  distorted  and  misrepresented  in  Hawaii.  In  fact,  the  term 
“Commonwealth*'  is  almost  a bad  word  to  many  citizens  of  the  Territory  who 
do  not  realize  that  Commonwealth  would  give  us  a higher  status  than  that  of  the 
present  Territory. 

From  my  own  conversations  with  numerous  people,  I believe  a large  majority  of 
the  voters  would  favor  such  in  a choice  between  statehood  and  Commonwealth. 

The  local  people  have  made  no  effort  to  obtain  Commonwealth,  because  they 
feel  it  is  hopeless,  many  believing  that  the  Congress  could  not  grant  stub  an  ex- 
emption to  an  incor]KU*ated  Territory,  arriving  at  this  conclusion  from  an  opin- 
ion circulated  by  the  chamber  of  commerce,  which  opinion  is  clearly  erroneous. 
Others  have  said  that  Congress  would  never  give  up  this  large  source  of  revenue, 
not  realizing  that  Congress  has  exempted  eitiier  directly  or  indirectly  by  the  re- 
turn of  taxes  every  territory  under  its  control  (Puerto  Rico,  the  Virgin  Islands, 
Guam)  except  Hawaii. 

I am  enclosing  for  your  information  copy  of  a letter  dated  August  20,  1058, 
which  I wrote  to  the  Honolulu  Advertiser  and  which  was  published  therein  at 
that  time.  This  letter  was  replied  to  in  a lengthy  letter  liy  a Professor  Roberts,  of 
the  University  of  Hawaii,  Senator  Olin  D.  Johnston,  who  was  then  in  the  Terri- 
tory, wrote  a reply  to  the  letter  of  Professor  Roberts,  the  Senator's  letter  being 
printed  In  the  Honolulu  Advertiser,  and  copy  of  which  is  enclosed  herewith. 
Thereafter,  Professor  Roberts  wrote  a lengthy  answer  to  Senator  Johnston’s 
letter,  a copy  of  which  Is  likewise  enclosed.  I then  wrote  to  the  Honolulu  Adver- 
tiser on  September  25,  1!)5S,  replying  to  Professor  Roberts’  criticism  of  Senator 
Johnston,  a copy  of  which  you  will  find  enclosed.  However,  the  Advertiser  re- 
fused to  publish  my  September  25  letter  which,  of  course,  it  had  a jierfeet  right 
to  do. 

The  Commonwealth  status  would  not  necessarily  he  final.  As  jiointcd  out  in 
Senator  Johnston’s  letter,  Hawaii  might  thereafter  become  a State,  in  which 
ease  its  experience  in  local  self-government  ns  a Commonwealth  would  lie  in- 
valuable. Further,  if  t.ie  Communists  obtained  too  much  control,  the  Congress 
still  having  complete  control  of  the  Territory  could,  if  it  were  necessary,  change 
our  form  of  government  in  such  manner  ns  to  best  protect  the  Nation  and  the 
Territory. 
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I believe  that  grariMng  Hawaii  statehood  at  this  time  would  lip  disastrous,  at 
least  from  an  economic  standpoint,  as  1 think  my  enclosed  letters  clearly  show 
With  kind  regards,  I am, 

Yours  sincerely, 

IntJRAM  M.  Statnback. 


HiTrmsMfe  Court, 

TimatTORr  or  Hawaii, 
Hrmof«7«,  T.U.,  Augunl  20, 1958, 

Editor, 

The  HcmohtUi  A <U  crti*n\  Honolulu,  T.H . 

Sir:  Atient  your  recent  editorial  telling  of  the  number  of  Inquiries  addressed 
to  the  chamber  of  commerce,  the  Visitors  Bureau,  etc.,  because  of  the  publicity 
regrti'dlng  statehood  for  Hawaii,  1 wonder  what  was  told  to  those  Inquiring  as 
to  business  opportunities  In  Hawaii. 

Were  they  Informed  that  Hawaii  Is  one  of  Ihc  most  heavily  taxed  of  all  the 
States  and  Territories,  that  Its  per  capita  tax  Is  near  the  top,  exceeded  by  only 
3 States,  although  Its  per  capita  Income  Is  8.5  percent  below  the  average  State 
Income,  Hawaii’s  average  Income  being  exceeded  by  2(1  States? 

Were  they  told  that  our  bond  Issue  Is  now  $1>4  million,  ns  contrasted  with  $8 
10  years  age;  that  another  $5(1  million  bond  Issue  1ms  been  authorized  which 
would  place  the  Territory  approximately  $42  million  above  the  amount  permitted 
under  the  provisions  of  the  organic  not ; that  the  last  few  years,  until  the  heavy 
taxes  imposed  by  the  last  legislature,  the  Territory  was  hi  the  red  and  that 
moneys  must  be  raised  to  retire,  as  well  as  to  pay  (he  interest  upon,  the  bond 
issue,  and  (hat  all  this  will  make  for  an  increase  of  the  existing  high  taxes? 

Wore  they  told  of  ihe  bases  of  the  Income  of  the  inhabitants  of  the  Territory : 
that  heading  the  list  and  constituting  about  one-third  of  such  Income  are  the 
expenditures  of  the  armed  services,  next  sugar,  pineapples,  and  tourists? 

Wore  they  told  that  wo  cannot  continue  to  count  Indefinitely  upon  those  huge 
governmental  expenditures  - now  swelled  by  fnpeluirt  housing  projects  and  other 
huge  construction  programs  here  and  in  Guam  and  other  parts  of  thp  South 
Pacific — nor  can  we  count  upon  the  maintenance  bore  of  the  largo  military  forces 
by  the  United  States  which  is  practically  on  a war  basis,  it  Is  true,  rendered 
necessary  by  conditions  facing  the  world,  hut  contrary  to  our  traditions  as  a 
peace-loving  nation : that  we  oannot  count  upon  those  extraordinary  construction 
expenditures  continuing  for  more  Mian  1 or  2 years  at  most? 

Were  they  (old  that  sugar,  with  its  high  costs  of  labor  and  production,  Is  in 
Hawaii  a dying  industry  whose  total  employment  has  dropi*ed  from  44,(105  in 
HVh)  to  10.701  in  1057,  and  w ith  the  prospects  Mini  due  to  further  imvhaulzntlon 
the  number  of  employees  will  bo  lessened  during  the  coming  years  (even  assum- 
ing one  or  more  plantations  will  not  have  to  go  out  of  business  because  of  the 
recent  prolonged  strike)  : that  the  number  of  pineapple  employees  has  decreased 
from  1 5.723  in  1030  to  12,080  in  1057,  with  no  prosi>ects  of  Increase  in  the  num- 
ber of  employees  in  the  future;  that  whore  the  Hawaiian  production  of  canned 
pineapple  formerly  constituted  00  percent  of  the  world’s  production,  today  It 
constitutes  only  about  00  percent,  and  that  pineapples,  too,  are  facing  foreign 
competition  for  world  markets  made  doubly  difficult  by  high  costs  of  production 
in  the  form  of  increased  taxes  and  wages? 

Were  they  told  the  tourist  business  is  a luxury  business?  When  a recession 
occurs,  when  revenue  is  most  needed,  this  business  shows  a rapid  decrease; 
that  the  tourist  trade  has  ordinarily  Increased  about  10  percent  per  year  for 
the  last  decade,  but  the  first  few  months  of  this  year  showed  an  actual  decrease 
due  to  the  business  recession  ? 

Were  they  told  that  if  we  are  to  furnish  employment  to  our  rapidly  growing 
population  we  must  have  new*  industries? 

Were  they  told  that  Hawaii,  unlike  Alaska,  has  no  large  areas  of  land  open  for 
homesteads,  no  huge  deposits  of  minerals,  coal,  oil  (I  hope),  or  immense  stands 
of  timber? 

In  the  frenzied  fight  for  statehood,  have  our  people  been  informed  that  state- 
hood would  not  add  one  cent  to  our  revenues  but,  on  the  contrary,  would  add  to 
ear  expenditures?  That  with  rising  expenditures,  and  Increasing  taxes,  it 
wonld  be  difficult,  if  not  impossible,  to  attract  new  industries  to  nawalt  as  a 
State,  but  more  likely  tend  to  drive  away  some  of  those  already  here? 

Have  our  people  been  informed  that  we  only  need  ask  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States  and  we  could  obtain  a Territory  free  from  Federal  taxes,  similar 
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to  Puerto  Rico?  Under  tills  tax-free  Territory,  or  Commonwealth  ns  it  lifts 
been  designated,  Federal  Income  and  excise  laxps  averaging  approx  I mat  ply  $154 
million  n year  would  no  longer  drain  nut  of  the  Territory.  It  would  be  saved 
to  our  businessmen,  our  rorimrntions,  our  professional  men,  our  employees,  em- 
ployers, and  laborers.  The  amount  of  1 year’s  savings  to  our  taxpayers  would 
be  more  than  the  present  Territorial  budget  for  a 2-year  period.  Under  this 
system,  it  Is  obvious  that  only  a small  part  of  tbls  annual  saving  would  be  suf- 
ficient to  meet  the  Territorial  deficit,  retire  its  bonds,  and  leave  large  sums  for 
the  betterment  of  conditions  by  way  of  public  Improvements,  and  tax  and  other 
Inducements  to  new  Industries ; that  we  would  have  an  economic  revival  unequaled 
since  annexation. 

Have  they  been  told  that  the  tnx-lncentlve  plan  has  been  particularly  success- 
ful In  Puerto  Iilco  for  attracting  investment;  that  20  years  ago  the  situation  In 
Puerto  Itleo  was  so  had  that  a Senate  committee  called  It  unsolvable  because  It 
was  a scandal  of  slums,  disease,  overpopulation,  and  poverty?  Bnt  now,  to  quote 
from  a pamphlet  of  the  First  National  Bank  of  New  York  entitled  “The  Land 
of  Growing  Hope"  : 

"The  Island  (Puerto  Itleo)— a one-crop  economy — was  a stricken,  near- 
desperate  land  ns  sugar  prices  tumbled  In  the  wake  of  the  great  depression. 

"Today  Puerto  Itleo  Is  n land  transformed.  * * * Its  Industrial  progress  Is  evi- 
dent In  one  stntlstlc : at  the  end  of  1907  there  were  504  Industrial  plants  In  opera- 
tion— against  only  21  10  years  earlier.  * * * 

"Puerto  Itlco’s  unique  status,  developed  to  fit  economic  needs  and  cultural 
realities,  Is  based  upon  Public  Lnw  (100  enacted  by  the  81st  Congress  In  1950  and 
ratified  * * * by  a plebiscite  of  tlie  Puerto  Rican  people." 

The  300  products  of  the  new  factories  Include  such  items  as  plywood,  plastic 
dinner  ware,  pens,  shoes,  electronic  components,  surgical  Instruments,  optical 
lens,  fur  coats,  carnets,  petroleum  products,  etc.,  giving  jobs  to  40,000  people. 

In  contrast  to  Hnwll’s  bonded  Indebtedness  of  $94  million,  note  that  the 
bonded  Indebtedness  of  Puerto  Itleo  was  $49  million  in  1957  while  the  legal  debt 
limit  Is  $108  million. 


In  addition  to  exemption  from  Federal  taxes,  Puerto  Rico  offers  a number  of 
Inducements  to  new  Industries  such  ns  exemption  from  Its  local  taxes  for  a num- 
ber of  years  (10),  vocational  training  for  laborers,  technical  advice,  buildings 
for  lease  or  sale,  government  loans  and  cash  subsidies  to  needed  enterprises. 
(I  believe  the  Hilton  Hotel  was  built  by  the  Government  of  Puerto  Rico  and 
thereafter  leased  to  the  Hilton  enterprises.) 

It  has  been  suggested  by  some  that  one  of  the  reasons  for  the  attraction  of  new 
industry  to  Puerto  Rico  is  the  low  wages  of  labor.  Low  wages,  however,  do  not 
mean  cheap  production.  Puerto  Rico  had  no  labor  to  begin  with  except  agricul- 
tural workers,  ninny  Jll-educnted  or  Illiterate,  subject  to  disease,  and  far  from 
being  skilled  workers.  Hawaii,  In  contrast,  has  a surplus  of  well-trained,  well- 
educated,  healthy,  and  competent  workers  whose  wages,  though  higher,  would 
be  cheaper  In  the  end  because  of  their  high  productivity. 

Although  many  question  whether  we  could  obtain  a tax-exempt  Territorial 
status  if  we  sought  It,  It  Is  my  firm  conviction  there  would  be  no  difficulty  in 
obtaining  this  exemption  which  now  is  granted  to  all  the  other  Territories 
(except  Alaska)  either  directly,  or  Indirectly  by  returning  the  amount  of  the 
taxes  collected,  on  the  theory  that  there  should  be  no  taxation  w ithout  representa- 
tion. See  two  opinions  of  Judge  Learned  Ilnnd  ( Porto  Rico  Coal  Co.  v.  Edward*, 
275  Fed.  104,  and  Nat**,  Ifc**1cln  d Co.  v.  Edwards,  30  F.  2d  620)  holding  "there 
can  be  no  doubt  that  Congress  may  prefer  the  Territories,  Imposing  the  resuming 
burdens  on  the  States  at  large,  Just  as  It  mfty  directly  tax  them  and  cover  the 
proceeds  into  the  Treasury  * * * for  the  preference  granted  Is  to  a community 
which  has  no  voice  In  the  result” 


I have  talked  with  many  of  the  leading  Members  of  the  Congress,  including 
over  a score  of  Senators,  and  the  opinion  of  such  Individuals,  Including  naoy 
who  are  for  statehood,  Is  that  such  a status  would  be  granted  Hawaii  if  Hawaii 
would  request  the  same,  although  the  Congress  will  not  force  the  status  upon 
us.  In  this  connection  it  is  interesting  to  note  that,  according  to  the  newspapers, 
the  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  Mr.  Seaton,  himself  one  of  the  most  ardent  advo- 
cates  of  statehood,  made  the  remarks  that  he  would  favor  Commonwealth  status 
for  Hawaii  If  Hawaii  desired  it. 

Respectfully, 


life  ulu  M.  Stain  back. 
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[Published  In  the  Honolulu  Advertiser,  Sunday,  Sept,  7,  15>DS] 


U.S.  Senate, 

Washington , D.V. , September  //.  IMS. 

Editor, 

Honolulu  Advertiser,  Honolulu , TJf. 


Sir:  An  article  in  n Honolulu  newspaper  hy  a Professor  Heberts  lias  been 
called  to  my  attention  wherein  the  writer  makes  the  assertion  that  the  Congress 
does  not  lmve  the  power  to  clutngc  Hawaii  into  a commonwealth  and  exempt  it 
from  Federal  taxation  without  an  amendment  to  the  Constitution. 

There  is  no  provision  in  the  Constitution  providing  for  “incori>ornted”  or  other 
types  of  Territories.  The  single  provision  in  the  Constitution  relative  to  Terri- 
tories is  contained  in  article  IV,  section  .‘1,  that  “The  Congress  shall  have  power 
to  dispose  of  and  make  all  needful  rules  ami  regulations  respecting  the  Terri- 
tory or  other  projicrty  belonging  to  the  United  States.”  Under  this  article,  the 
Congress  in  the  government  of  the  Territories  has  plenary  power  relative  to 
the  form  of  government  it  shall  establish  for  Territories  and  such  governments 
may  not  necessarily  be  the  same  In  all  the  Territories  and  may  be  changed  from 
time  to  time. 

Some  time  ago,  after  reading  reports  of  endorsement  of  various  groups  sup- 
porting statehood,  I made  the  remark  in  the  Senate  that  “they  have  compelled 
me  to  delve  into  some  of  the  past  of  the  Hawaiian  situation.  My  curiosity  was 
intensified  and  sharpened  hy  the  unadulterated  dicta  in  the  opinions  of  the 
Supreme  Court  cited  in  the  rejiort. 

“I  found  in  the  reports  not  one  opinion  which  was  anything  hut  dictum.  If 
the  Senators  will  read  them  they  will  come  to  the  same  conclusion. 

“As  a lawyer  l have  always  known  that  when  an  adversary  In  a lawsuit  had 
to  rely  upon  obiter  dicta  to  support  Ids  legal  position,  lie  did  not  have  a strong 
case.” 


I know  of  no  lawyer  in  the  Senate  who  1ms  questioned  the  right  and  power 
of  Congress  to  set  up  for  Hawaii  a now  typo  of  government  and  call  the  same 
commonwealth. 

After  such  change,  Hawaii  would  still  be  “Territory”  of  the  United  States  and 
subject  to  the  power  of  Congress  to  make  changes  from  time  to  time  as  it  might 
see  fit  and  could  eventually  become  a State  if  Congress  and  Hawaii  both  desired 
such. 


Respect  fully, 


Oun  D,  Johnston, 

U.S.  Senator  from  South  Carolina . 


Sememe  Court, 

Territory  of  Hawaii, 
Honolulu , T.H.,  September  25, 1958. 

Editor, 

Honolulu  Advertiser , Honolulu , T.H. 

Sir:  To  comment  U]>on  some  of  the  statements  in  the  letters  of  Professor 
Roberts : 

As  to  the  “false  assumption”  of  advocates  <u  commonwealth  that  “our  economy 
is  falling  apart  at  the  seams,”  let  us  look  at  the  facts : 

1953 : Deficit  of  over  $1 V4  million  ; bond  issue.  $-18  million. 

1955:  Deficit  of  over  $$  million;  bonded  indebtedness  over  $53  million. 
1957:  Deficit  of  over  $4  million;  bonds  issued  and  outstanding  at  that 
time  were  $S7  million. 

Today:  Ronded  indebtedness  is  $04  million,  and  $50  million  increase 
authorized. 

1 959 : Surplus  is  estimated  for  the  biennial  period  ending  in  1959  duo  to 
extraordinary  expenditures  of  the  government  and  the  high  taxes. 

These  figures  do  not  include  the  many  millions  of  bonds  issued  hy  the  city  and 
county  and  the  counties. 

As  pointed  out,  the  Territory's  per  capita  tax  is  exceeded  by  onlv  three  States, 
while  the  per  capita  income  is  less  than  that  of  the  average  State,  being  exceeded 
by  26  States.  The  Hawaii  sales  tax  is  the  highest  in  the  Union  and  the  propor- 
tion of  income  taken  by  taxes  in  Hawaii  is  exceeded  by  very  few  States. 

According  to  Dr.  Shoemaker's  1958  midyear  report,  governmental  expenditures 
for  1957  constituted  $3S5  million  out  of  a total  of  $856  million,  or  approximately 
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45  percent  of  the  income  of  the  people  of  the  Territory,  instead  of  about  one- 
third  as  mentioned  in  my  earlier  letter.  This  largo  increase  in  governmental 
expenditures  was  due  to  the  huge  construction  program  in  the  Territory  which 
I mu  informed  will  I completed  within  the  next  2 years. 

With  our  chief  industries,  sugar  and  pineapple,  showing  a decrease  In  employ- 
ment over  the  lust  few  years  (sugar  from  44,008  to  10.701  and  plnwpple  15,723  to 
12,080),  the  tourist  industry  alone  Join  shown  an  increase;  hut  that  the  tourist 
business  Is  a precarious  one  Is  emphasized  by  a dispatch  in  the  morning  paper 
of  September  12,  which  states  that  some  20  hotels  in  Miami  have  been  put  into 
bankruptcy  by  1 bad  season. 

It  Is  interesting  to  note  by  Dr.  Brown's  article  In  the  Advertiser  of  Septem- 
ber 14  that  in  1957  Hawaii’s  per  capita  Income  Increased  only  1.9  percent  over 
1950,  ns  compared  with  the  average  of  3.4  percent  for  the  48  States  for  the  same 
period;  that  for  the  10-year  period  ending  in  1957  there  was  an  increase  of  31.0 
percent  ns  compared  with  54.2  percent  increase  in  the  48  States. 

As  showing  the  impossibility  of  attracting  any  great  number  of  new'  Industries 
under  the  present  setup,  I was  told  by  a prominent  resident  of  the  Territory 
tlmt  the  head  of  an  eastern  Industry  telephoned  his  firm  Intended  to  move  one  of 
Its  large  plants  and  was  considering  Honolulu;  when  the  inquirer  learned  the 
firm  W’ould  not  he  given  a site  for  its  plant,  that  the  cost  of  industrial  property 
was  $2  to  $3  a foot,  and  that  our  tax  rates  were  exceedingly  high,  he  immediately 
lost  interest  in  bringing  the  plant  to  Hawaii.  (Incidentally,  according  to  an 
advertisement  in  the  September  issue  of  Nation's  Business,  already  this  year  54 
U.S.  manufacturers  have  decided  to  open  new  plants  in  Puerto  Rico  and  7 new 
hotels  are  under  construction,  plus  over  500  new’  Industries  in  the  10  years  pre- 
ceding.) 

When  I became  Governor  in  1942,  I was  alarmed  at  the  Territory's  outstand- 
ing bond  Issue  of  approximately  $40  million.  With  the  conjuration  of  the  legis- 
latures, wo  succeeded  in  making  substantial  reductions  of  this  amount.  Now  the 
bond  issue  Is  $9-1  million,  with  increases  from  year  to  year  at  a higher  and  higher 
rate  of  interest.  In  1950  Hawaii  sold  bonds  with  a return  of  1.0  i>ercent  interest, 
while  the  Inst  2 sales  of  Hawaiian  bonds  had  interest  rates  of  3.75  and  3.1  percent. 

From  the  facts  given,  the  reader  can  judge  for  himself  whether  our  economic 
situation  is  on  a sound  basis  and  whether  we  are  taking  adequate  steps  to  pro- 
vide jobs  for  our  rapidly  increasing  population. 

The  professor  says  another  “false  assumption”  of  advocate*  for  commonwealth 
I«  that  “an  incorporated  Territory  can  bo  disincorporated."  No  such  assumption 
was  ever  dreamed  of.  We  do  not  consider  "incorporation”  involved  in  the  i>ow’er 
of  Congress  in  legislating  relative  to  Hawaii  or  other  Territories  of  the  Puked 
States.  As  heretofore  stated,  the  term  "incorporated”  Territory  is  a conven- 
tional label  devised  by  judges  In  the  insular  cases  and  added  nothing  to  clarity 
of  thought  relative  to  4 he  power  of  Congress  over  Territories.  As  one  of  the 
Justices  said,  the  word  appears  to  introduce  a new’  element  of  confusion  (the 
various  insular  decisions  created  much  confusion  and  uncertainty  as  to  how 
far  the  "Constitution  followed  the  flag”),  and  another  Justice,  Mr.  Justice  Har- 
lan, stated:  "I  am  constrained  to  say  that  this  idea  of  Mncorimration'  has  some 
occult  meaning  which  my  mind  does  not  apprehend.  It  is  enveloped  in  some 
mystery  which  I am  unable  to  unravel.”  It  is  unfortunate  Mr.  Justice  Harlan, 
a very  able  Justice,  did  not  live  to  the  present  so  the  professor  could  unravel 
for  him  the  mystery  as  to  what  is  meant  by  "Incorporation"  of  a Territory,  not 
to  mention  the  even  more  mysterious  term  of  "disineorporntion”  of  a Territory. 

Nothing  contained  in  the  U.S.  Constitution  or  laws  gives  any  special  status 
to  the  "incorporated”  Territory,  and  Hawaii  is  given  no  peculiar  status  by  the 
resolution  of  annexation  which  provides  the  Hawaiian  Islands  and  their  depend- 
encies "are  hereby  annexed  as  a part  of  the  Territory  of  the  United  States.” 

The  contention  that  Hawaii,  an  incorporated  Territory,  is  destined  for  state- 
hood or  promised  statehood  is  a misstatement  both  of  ihe  facts  and  the  law’.  The 
facts  were  thoroughly  discussed  in  Senator  Johnston's  argument  In  the  Senate 
and  Mrs.  Mellen’s  article  in  the  Advertiser  last  year;  the  cases  which  are  used 
in  the  opinion  of  the  lawyers  to  sustain  their  contention  deal  with  continental 
Territory.  Several  cases  have  stated,  in  substance,  as  did  O'Dono/huc  v.  United 
States  (289  U.S.  516,  537)  : 

"Since  the  Constitution  provides  for  the  admission  by  Congress  of  new  States 
(art.  IV,  sec.  3,  clause  1),  it  properly  may  be  said  that  the  outlt/tntj  continental 
public  domain , of  which  the  United  States  wms  the  proprietor,  w’as.  from  the  be- 
ginning, destined  for  admission  as  a State  or  States  into  the  Union  * * V* 
lEmpbasis  supplied.] 
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This  outlying  continental  Territory  was  promised  statehood  because  the 
Eastern  State's,  unvote  to  settle  their  jespectlve  claims  to  Innds  west  of  the 
Alleghenies,  ceded  these  lands  to  the  U.S.  Government  upon  the  understanding 
that  these  weald  he  made  Into  States  Many  such  cessions  were  made  before 
ihe  Adoption  of  the  Constitution. 

I do  not  intend  to  discuss  In  detail  nil  She  rases  cited  In  the  opinion  of  the 
six  lawyers.  The  quotations  from  them  are  nil  dicta  and  with  n possible 
single  exception  the  dicta  do  not  support,  even  by  way  of  analogy,  the  con- 
tention that  Congress  does  not  have  the  power  to  exempt  from  taxes  an  “in- 
corporated" Territory,  hut  statements  in  these  cases  show  quite  clearly  the 
contrary.  The  opinion  of  the  Deputy  Attorney  General,  rehashed  by  the  six 
lawyers.  Is  based  nlmost  entirely  on  the  dictum  In  Domic*  v.  Hid  well,  the  dictum 
which  was  not  even  in  the  opinion  of  the  Court,  but  In  that  of  a Justice  in 
one  of  the  four  opinions  written  In  that  case,  mu!  was  sj>eellleally  repudiated 
In  Alaska  v.  Troy,  It  was  transmitted  to  the  Senate  by  Delegate  Farrington. 
Senator  Anderson  (who  is  not  a lawyer)  and  Senator  Cordon  uio  longer  in  the 
Senate),  and  possibly  one  or  two  statehood  advocates,  did  suggest  there  might 
be  some  doubt  about  the  power  of  Congress  to  grant  Hawaii  Commonwealth 
status.  Phis  is  not  surprising  as  the  opinion  roans  very  plausibly— except  to 
a constitutional  lawyer. 

Tho  professor  cites  the  uniformity  clause  of  the  Constitution  providing  that 
all  dut.es,  imposts,  and  excises  shall  be  uniform  throughout  the  United  States. 
He  then  states  Hawaii  Is  an  incorporated  Territory  and  nil  integral  part  of 
the  United  States  and  therefore  Congress  has  no  power  to  exempt  the  Terri- 
tory. Unfortunately,  the  Constitution  must  he  taken  as  a whole  and  its 
construction  is  not  so  simple  as  tho  professor  would  have  it. 

There  can  he  no  question  hut  that  for  many  purposes  tho  words  "United 
States"  Include  not  only  “Incorporated"  Territory  hut  iinineori>orated  Terri- 
tories, possessions,  and  the  District  of  Columbia,  but  the  general  language  of 
the  Constitution  Is  confined  to  the  States  and  the  provisions  relative  to  uni- 
formity of  taxes  and  no  preference  to  i>nrts  do  not  include  Territories.  There 
are  numerous  decisions  to  this  effect : in  fact,  we  need  not  go  beyond  the  cases 
cited  In  the  opinion  to  the  chamber  of  commerce  to  show  this  conclusively. 

The  chief  cases  rolled  upon  in  the  opinion  to  the  chamber  of  commerce  are 
Louyhborouyh  v.  Hlake  and  Downes  v.  Hid  well.  The  first  case  hold  the  IT.S. 
Government  could  tax  the  District  of  Columbia  and  did  make  the  statement  that 
the  "American  empire" — the  United  States — was  compost'd  of  Territories  nnd 
States  and  Included  the  District  of  Columbia,  but  it  also  made  the  statement : 

"Congress  has  clearly  no  power  to  exempt  any  State  from  II s due  share  of 
the  burden.  Hut  this  reputation  is  expressly  confined  to  the  States,  and  creates 
ho  necessity  for  ext  nidi  ny  the  tax  to  the  District  or  Territories.  * * * They, 
therefore,  may,  without  violence,  i>o  understood  to  give  a rule,  when  the  Terri- 
tories shall  be  taxed,  without  imposing  the  necessity  of  taxiny  them."  IKmpha- 
sls  supplied. 1 

The  courts  have  stated  time  and  time  again  that  tl  o Constitution  was  made 
for  the  States,  not  Territories.  In  the  1S4S~4I>  Senate  session,  in  a debate  on 
giving  territorial  governments  to  California,  Uta?>.  and  Xew  Mexico.  Senator 
Webster  said  “♦  • * that  Congress  governed  the  Territories  independently  of 
the  Constitution  and  incompatibly  with  It:  that  no  part  of  it  went  to  a Terri- 
tory but  what  Congress  chose  to  send  * * V*  When  asked  if  Congress  could 
make  an  ex  post  facto  law,  etc.  applicable  to  a Territory,  Senator  Webster  re- 
plied “No"  because  of  the  limitation  upon  the  i>ower  of  Congress  to  pass  any 
such  acts.  This  will  be  referred  to  hereinafter. 

Mr.  Justice  Brown,  in  Domic*  v.  ilidtrt'll,  said  : 

“The  Constitution  was  created  by  the  people  of  the  United  States,  as  a union 
of  States , to  be  governed  solely  by  representatives  of  the  States:  and  even  the 
provision  relied  upon  here,  that  all  duties,  imposts,  and  excises  shall  l>e  uniform 
‘throughout  the  United  States,’  Is  explained  by  susbequent  provisions  of  the 
Constitution,  that  ‘no  tax  or  duty  shall  be  laid  on  articles  exerted  from  any 
State / and  ‘no  preference  shall  be  given  by  any  regulation  of  commerce  or 
revenue  to  tho  ports  of  one  State  over  those  of  another ; nor  shall  vessels  bound 
to  or  from  one  State  be  obliged  to  enter,  clear  or  pay  duties  in  another.’  In 
short,  the  Constitution  deals  with  States,  their  people,  and  their  representatives.” 

Again,  Dotruo#  v.  Bidwell  flatly  states  that  in  the  early  internal  revenue  laws 
(I  have  not  checked  on  these  laws)  no  provision  was  made  for  the  collection 
of  taxes  In  Territory  not  included  within  the  boundaries  of  the  existing  States. 
It  said : 
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“It  would  prolong  Mils  opinion  unneceHtuirlly  to  set  forth  the  provisions  of 
these  nets  in  detail.  It  is  suftldent  to  say  that  Congress  has  nr  has  not  applied 
the  revenue  laws  to  tho  Territories,  at t the  rircu instances  of  each  vase  seemed 
to  require,  and  has  specifically  legislated  for  the  Territories  whenever  it  was  Its 
intention  to  execute  laws  beyond  the  limits  of  the  States.  Indeed,  whatever 
may  have  been  the  fluctuations  of  opinion  in  other  bodies  (and  eveu  this  court 
has  not  been  exempt  from  them),  Congress  has  hem  consistent  in  recognising 
the  difference  between  the  States  and  Territories  under  the  Constitution.*' 
[ Kniplmsis  supplied.  J 

The  Professor  asks  why  cannot  Congress  refund  our  taxes  to  us  now  and 
still  retain  us  as  an  “incor|M>rated”  Territory.  The  answer  is  that  Congress 
can  and  would  retain  us  ns  a Territory  since  a Commonwealth  is  it  Territory 
and  comes  under  the  provisions  of  article  I\\  section  3.  of  the  Constitution.  The 
forms  of  government  created  by  Congress  from  time  to  time  for  governing  dif- 
ferent territorial  areas  have  been  designated  by  the  courts  with  conventional 
labels  bused  upon  the  relative  power  of  self-government  granted  each.  They 
designated  areas  granted  little  self-government  as  possessions,  others  as  “in- 
coriKirated"  Territories  (formerly  organized  Territories).  None  of  these  labels 
lias  been  recognized  by  Congress  except  the  new  one  called  “Commonwealth” 
which  Ims  even  greater  powers  of  self-government  than  other  forms  of  terri- 
torial government. 

Not  only  have  there  been  a number  of  decisions  of  the  United  States  courts 
holding  the  Commonwealth  of  Puerto  Hieo  is  still  a “Territory”  (see  cases  cited 
In  V.S.  v.  Itios,  MO  F.  Kupp.  370),  us  would  he  a Commonwealth  of  Hawaii, 
but  at  a congressional  hearing  it  was  pointed  out  the  basic  i>ower  Inherent  in 
the  Congress  of  the  Putted  Stales,  by  virtue  of  article  IV.  section  3,  of  the  Con- 
stitution, cannot  be  taken  away.  As  Chairman  Joseph  O’AInhoney  said  : “Con- 
gress has  the  right  to  make  all  needful  rules  and  regulations  governing  the 
Territories.  Nothing  that  we  cun  do  can  take  that  power  away.”  In  a study 
regarding  the  constitutional  status  of  Puerto  Rico,  Prof.  David  M.  Ilelfehl 
said : “Though  the  formal  title  lias  been  changed,  in  constitutional  theory  Puerto 
ltieo  remains  a Territory."  [Emphasis supplied.] 

The  professor's  argument,  that  if  Congress  has  the  power  to  give  us  Federal 
tax  exemption  and  then  take  it  awn.v,  thou  Congress  could  take  away  our  Bill 
of  Rights,  is  a most  remarkable  conclusion  that  disregards  the  most  elementary 
principles  of  constitutional  law. 

Our  fundamental  rights  are  protected  by  inhibitions  which  go  to  the  root  of 
the  power  of  Congress  to  uct,  at  all,  such  as  that  no  bill  of  ataiiuler  or  ex  post 
facto  law,  or  law  respecting  the  establishing  of  religion,  etc.,  shall  be  passed. 
I might  further  add  that  the  Federal  Government,  being  one  of  limited  powers, 
can  claim  no  powers  which  are  not  granted  it  by  the  Constitution,  either  powers 
expressly  granted  or  given  by  necessary  implication.  Therefore,  many  con- 
stitutional authorities  hold  these  prohibitions  in  the  Bill  of  Bights  are  not  neces- 
sary but  are  put  in  merely  us  additional  precautions  to  protect  “fundamental 
rights.” 

The  professor  states  the  s|>ocial  committee  of  the  chamber  of  commerce  is 
equipped  to  interpret  decisions  of  the  courts.  I have  so  much  resptx*t  for  the 
learning  and  ability  of  these  lawyers  that  I do  not  believe  any  one  of  them 
made  any  extended  research  regarding  the  cases  cited  in  the  brief  of  the  As- 
sistant Attorney  General.  Their  claim  that  the  word  “State”  in  Alaska  v.  Troy , 
as  used  in  the  clause  forbidding  discrimination  of  tbe  ports  of  any  State,  is 
distinguishable  from  the  words  “United  States”  in  the  clause  requiring  uni- 
formity of  taxation,  Is  clearly  shown  to  be  erroneous  both  by  the  statement  in 
Downes  v.  Did  well  heretofore  cited,  and  tho  decision  in  Knoictton  v.  Moore \ 
178  U.S.  41,  at  page  103.  This  letter  case  points  out  that  the  two  clauses  origi- 
nally formed  part  of  one  clause  and  were  separated  in  arranging  the  Constitu- 
tion for  style  only,  saying: 

“Thus,  it  came  to  pass  that  although  the  provisions  ns  to  preference  between 
ports  and  that  regarding  uniformity  of  duties,  imports,  and  excises  were  one 
in  purpose , one  in  their  adoption,  they  became  separated  only  in  arranging  the 
Constitution  for  the  purpose  of  style.”  [Emphasis  supplied.] 

In  contrast  to  the  opinion  to  the  chamber  of  commerce  we  have  the  opinion 
of  the  most  noted  lawyers  in  the  Senate  of  the  United  States,  some  of  them 
former  judges  and  at  least  one  of  them  a former  teacher  of  constitutional  law, 
an"  of  the  several  compilation  commissions  to  revise  the  statutes  of  HAwali 
<1025,  1035,  1945,  and  1955),  as  well  as  a number  of  decisions  that  show  beyond 
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question  Congress  inn y exempt  n Territory  from  Federal  taxes.  In  10!?.%  flic 
Compilation  Commission  eonsisted  of  K.  C.  Peters,  W.  F.  Frenr,  and  A.  F.  Judd, 
fn  the  nolo  to  the  Revised  haws  of  102%,  to  section  5 of  the  Organic  Act  dealing 
with  the  Constitution,  the  statement  is  made : 

“*  * ♦ the  legislative  power  of  Congress  over  a Territory,  whether  exercised 
directly  or  through  a Territorial  legislature,  is  often  said  to  lie  plenary,  and  is 
twt  limited  bit  such  specific  provisions  as  the  apportionment  clause  in  respect 
of  direct  taxation  and  the  uni  form  ftp  clause  in  respect  of  indirect  taxation, 
which  control  legislation  for  national  purposes  * * *.”  [ Emphasis  supplied.] 

The  Compilation  Commissions  of  1 S>85  and  1015,  as  well  as  that  of  1055, 
repeated  this  note.  Chief  Justice  A.  G.  M.  Robertson  and  Associate  Justice 
Crist.v  were  members  of  the  10, ‘15  and  1045  commissions.  X do  not  not'd  to  point 
out  to  the  i>oopIc  of  this  Territory  the  distinguished  word  and  standing  of  the 
throe  Chief  Justices  (Frear,  Robertson,  and  Peters)  and  of  Associate  Justice 
Crist.v.  I doubt  if  any  dozen  lawyers  have  participated  in  eases  involving  so 
many  constitutional  questions  as  have  those  men— either  as  attorneys  or  judges. 
Judge  Frear  was  a member  of  the  bench  at  the  time  of  annexation;  Judge 
Robertson  became  Chief  Justice  not  very  long  after  annexation;  Chief  Justice 
Peters  arrived  in  the  Territory  at  the  time  of  annexation  and  became  Attorney 
General  soon  thereafter. 

In  addition  to  the  decision  in  Alaska  v.  Troy  that  Congress  may  discriminate 
against  the  jmrts  of  Alaska,  an  ‘'Incor|>or«ted”  Territory,  we  have  the  decision 
of  Kirn  Plantation  Co.  v.  Wallace  holding  that  Congress  has  the  power  to  limit 
imports  of  sugar  from  Hawaii ; it  said : 

‘Tudor  the  territorial  power  of  the  Constitution  (article  TV.  section  8.  clause 
2),  Congress  may  discriminate  commercially  against  the  Territory  of  Hawaii 
as  a whole  even  though  it  is  an  organized  Territory.” 

That  Congress  may  discriminate  in  favor  of.  as  well  as  against.  Territories 
see  Porto  h'ieo  Coal  Co,  v.  Kdicards,  275  Fed.  101,  105,  upholding  the  exemption 
of  Puerto  Rico  from  Federal  taxes,  “as  the  example  at  bar  Is  of  d Territory 
having  iw  share  in  the  Oorernment  of  the  Vnfted  States."  fFmphnsis  supplied. 1 

In  Xcuss,  Hvsslcin  <(•  Co.  v.  Kd  wards,  80  F.  (2d)  020,  (>22,  Justice  Learned 
Hand,  an  outstanding  member  of  the  Federal  bench,  stated : 

“As  a purely  fiscal  iwHey  there  can  be  no  doubt  that  Congress  may  prefer 
the  Territories,  imposing  the  resulting  burdens  on  the  States  at  large  * * * for 
the  preference  granted  Is  to  a community  tv  hi  eh  has  no  voice  in  the  result  ♦ * *•” 
[Emphasis  supplied.] 

This  exemption  Is  not  based  upon  the  principle  of  the  i poverty  of  Puerto  Rleo, 
but  upon  the  principle  upon  which  the  Revolution  was  fought:  Xo  taxation  with- 
out representation, 

I am  considerably  surprised  and  I dislike  to  comment  upon  the  tactics  of 
Professor  Roberts  in  quoting  from  a letter  of  mine  out  of  context  so  as  to  en- 
tirely change  its  meaning.  He  quotes  that  portion  of  a letter  and  emphasizes 
the  statement  “I  hope  you  will  block  it  [statehood]  for  this  session.”  (The em- 
phasis was  made  by  Professor  Roberts.)  He  implies  my  only  object  was  to 
block  statehood  and  not  to  obtain  commonwealth.  My  letter  to  Senator  Malone 
enclosed  several  articles  which  had  been  published  in  the  Honolulu  Advertiser 
regarding  commonwealth.  Thereafter  the  statement  was  made  that  “The  re- 
action has  been  very  favorable  according  to  the  oral  comments  and  letters  I 
have  received.  The  editor  of  the  Advertiser  gives  me  a similar  report.  I be- 
lieve if  the  people  of  the  Territory  knew  something  about  the  advantages  of 
commonwealth  they  would  overwhelmingly  favor  the  same.”  I then  made  the 
statements  which  were  quoted  by  the  professor.  I continued : “I  believe  that  by 
another  year  if  we  can  gel  the  i>cople  informed  of  the  great  advantages  of  com- 
monwealth they  will  favor  it  by  a large  majority.”  Who,  now.  is  using  chi- 
canery- the  proponents  of  commonwealth  or  the  fanatical  fighters  for  state- 
hood? These  tactics,  of  course,  are  in  line  with  the  methods  practiced  for 
many  years  in  Hawaii  by  ardent  proponents  of  statehood  who  feel,  rather  than 
think,  on  statehood  and  question  the  integrity  and  good  faith  of  any  who  oppose 
them,  and  who  use  pressure  for  statehood  endorsement  upon  every  group  in  the 
Territory  from  the  chamber  of  commerce  to  tho  schools,  from  the  prohibition 
groups  to  the  bar  tenders'  union. 

Personally  I need  no  subterfuge  to  oppose  statehood.  I opposed  it  openly 
when  I went  to  Washington  ns  requested  by  the  chairman  of  a Senate  com- 
mittee to  testify  on  the  subject,  and  I may  mid  that  in  my  several  appearances 
before  the  committee  every  member  attended  which  the  chairman  informed  me 
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seldom  occurred.  I still  oppose  it,  not  only  on  the  ground  our  economic  de- 
velopment requires  n commonwealth-type  government  so  the  Territory  can  offer 
inducements  to  new  industries  to  supply  jobs  for  our  rapidly  incre  sing  impu- 
tation and  decreasing  jobs  but,  further,  because  the  oommuiilst  menace  is  real. 
If  Hawaii  were  made  a State  it  would  not,  as  asserted  by  statehood  advocates, 
be  in  a better  position  to  control  communism,  but  quite  the  contrary.  /Van- 
utt!  van  in  v.  AY  Ison,  350  F.S.  497,  holds  that  the  Smith  Act,  which  prohibits  the 
knowing  advocacy  of  the  overthrow  of  the  Government  of  the  I'nited  States  by 
force  and  violence,  is  so  pervasive  as  to  make  reasonable  the  inference  that 
1 he  Congress  left  no  room  for  the  State  to  supplement  it.  and  the  Federal  Act  pre- 
cludes tlie  enforcement  of  State  laws  on  the  same  subject.  On  the  other  hand, 
as  long  as  Hawaii  remains  a Territory.  Congress  has  plenary  control  and  if 
the  Communist  menace  should  become  too  great  the  Congress  could  alter  the 
Territorial  form  of  government  in  such  manner  ns  might  afford  protection 
against  the  Communists.  If  necessity  required  drastic  action,  it  might  even  give 
us  a commission  form  of  government  which  we  barely  escaped  at  the  time  of  the 
Massie  ease. 

Finally,  if  Congress  can  discriminate  against  Hawaii  as  It  has,  and  can 
discriminate  in  favor  of  a Territory  (Puerto  Wool  by  exemption  from  Federal 
taxes  because  as  a Territory  it  has  no  share  in  the  Govern  men  t of  the  baited 
States,  hut  Congress  cannot  discriminate  in  favor  of  Hawaii  by  exempting  it 
from  Federal  taxes  (Hawaii  also  being  a Territory  and  having  no  share  in 
the  Government  of  the  Fulled  States!,  then  in  the  words  of  Mr.  Humble.  “the 
law  is  a ass — a idiot."  However.  I do  not  agree  with  Mr.  Rumble  but  with 
the  opinion  of  Mr.  Justice  Learned  Hand  that: 

'■As  a purely  fiscal  jHdiey  there  can  be  no  doubt  that  Congress  may  prefer 
the  Territories,  imposing  the  resulting  burdens  on  the  States  at  large  * • • for 
the  preference  granted  is  to  a community  which  has  no  voice  in  the  result  • * 
Respectfully, 

Ingram  M.  Stainback. 


(From  the  Honolulu  Advertiser,  Sept.  11,  195$] 

Roberts  Replies  to  Senator  Oms  Johnston’s  Commonwealth  I/etteb 

Km  tor.  The  Aiivkktiskr:  A letter  to  the  editor  by  Senator  Johnston  of  South 
Carolina  taking  issue  with  one  of  my  articles  on  Commonwealth  has  just  been 
called  to  my  attention.  We  are  delighted  to  have  him  join  in  the  local  discus- 
sion on  Commonwealth  and  to  have  him  share  Ids  observations. 

Tlie  Senator  raises  live  points  which  we  feel  should  be  answered. 

1.  The  Senator  says  he  knows  of  “no  lawyer  in  the  Senate  who  has  ques- 
tioned the  right  and  power  of  Congress  to  set  up  for  Hawaii  a new  type  of 
government  and  call  it  Comomvealth." 

The  C.S.  Senate  discussed  tlie  Commonweal tli  issue  in  1951  and  195$.  Tlie 
proposal  was  defeated  both  times;  by  a vote  of  00-24  in  1951  and  50-29  in  195$. 
There  were  numerous  lawyers  among  the  5<MU>  Senators  who  voted  against 
Comonwealth.  The  reasons  for  voting  wore  not  all  expressed. 

Senator  Guy  Gordon,  then  chairman  of  the  Senate  Subcommittee  on  Terri- 
tories. and  listed  as  a lawyer  in  Who’s  Who  and  the  Congressional  Directory, 
questioned  the  power  of  Congress  to  change  Hawaii’s  status,  except  toward 
statehood.  He  said  in  part ; 

UI  believe  that  the  amendment  (Monroney  Commonwealth  amendment!  sets 
up  an  impossible  projiosition  so  far  as  these  two  Territories  are  concerned. 
I believe  there  is  very  grave  doubt  whether,  constitutionally,  the  status  which 
is  proposed  can  be  accorded. 

“There  is  still  another  very  grave  question,  constitutionally,  that  is.  whether, 
once  the  status  of  an  incorporated  Territory  has  boon  created,  it  is  possible 
for  the  Congress  of  the  Fnited  States  to  change  it,  except  to  raise  tlie  status 
to  that  of  statehood"  (Congressional  Record,  p.  4077). 

2.  The  Senator  says  that  the  Supreme  Court  eases  cited  in  “the  report.*’  bv 
“groups  supporting  statehood."  were  “unadulterated  dicta." 

I am  not  sure  I know  what  the  Senator  means  by  “unadulterated  dicta.” 
The  exact  issue  on  whether  Congress  can  exempt  Hawaii  from  Federal  taxes 
can’t  come  before  the  Supreme  Court  until  the  Congress  legislates  ami  the  issue 
comes  to  the  Supreme  Court  for  review.  In  that  sense  a review  of  divisions 
of  the  Supreme  Court  are  dicta.  The  real  issue  is  whether  the  line  of  cases 
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involving  the  same  basic  questions  provide  a more  realistic  guide  to  what  the 
Supreme  Court  is  likely  to  do. 

The  special  committee  of  the  chamber  of  commerce  recently  examined  the 
court  cases  involved  in  the  Commonwealth  debate.  Attorneys  Arthur  G. 
Smith,  C.  Nils  Tavares,  Wilfred  C.  Tsukiyamn,  J.  Garner  Anthony,  William  B. 
Stephenson,  and  Walter  Chuck  are  equipped  to  interpret  the  decisions  of  the 
Court  on  the  issue.  (See  also  the  legal  memorandum  on  pp.  38*31-3833  of  the 
Congressional  Record,  March  30,  1954.) 

3.  The  Senator  says  that  Congress  has  the  power  to  change  Hawaii  into  a 
Commonwealth. 

We  disagree.  We  have  already  noted  that  the  majority  of  the  Senate  con- 
sidered this  point  and  defeated  the  Commonwealth  amendments. 

If  for  the  sake  of  argument,  we  agree  with  the  Senator  that  the  Congress 
has  plenary  authority  over  Territories  (including  incorporated  Territories) 
what  is  to  prevent  the  Congress  from  taking  away  our  citizenship  and  making 
us  “independent”?  Senator  Knowland  expressed  this  fear  during  the  debate 
on  Commonwealth  when  he  said: 

“The  argument  which  has  been  made  today  relative  to  the  Commonwealth 
status,  it  seems  to  me,  would  apply  only  if  we  were  determined  that  neither  of 
these  great  Territories  should  be  admitted  as  States  of  the  Union  and  that  we, 
instead,  were  going  to  set  them  upon  a course  toward  ultimate  Independence  as 
independent  nations.” 

If  we  are  at  the  mercy  of  Congress  and  if  Congress  has  the  right  to  change 
the  compact  entered  into  between  the  United  States  and  the  people  of  Hawaii 
and  make  us  a Commonwealth  or  set  us  adrift  as  an  independent  nation,  why 
can’t  Congress  refund  our  taxes  to  us  now  and  still  retain  us  an  an  incorporated 
Territory? 

4.  The  Senator  says  that  Congress  has  the  power  to  exempt  Hawaii  from 
Federal  taxation. 

We  d'sagree.  The  uniformity  clause  of  the  Constitution  provides  In  part 
that  “*  * * all  duties,  imposts,  and  excises  shall  he  uniform  throughout  the 
United  States.”  Hawaii  is  an  integral  part  of  the  United  States,  an  organized 
Territory  Incorporated  Into  the  United  States.  (See  Congressional  Record  and 
casos  on  p.  3832.) 

Th<*  special  committee  of  the  Honolulu  Chamber  of  Commerce  found  : 

“The  * * * proposition  that  an  incorporated  Territory  may  be  exempt  from 
such  taxes  elsewhere  Imposed  Is  without  legal  Justification,  since  an  incorporated 
Territory  is  a part  of  the  United  States  within  the  meaning  of  the  uniformity 
clause.  This  is  borne  out  by  the  cases  of  Rfnns  v.  United  States  (104  U.S. 
and  TT n^n-Jnfirtftnn  v.  (104  US.  403),  where  the  Supreme  Court  uufmM 

certain  license  taxes  which  Congress  had  imposed  on  business  in  AlnsVn  for  Hip 
purpose  of  raising  revenue  for  the  administration  of  the  government  of  Alaska 
on  the  "round  tlmt  thev  were  local  taxes  tevTed  linger  article  TV,  section  3.  clause 
2,  the  Court  at  the  same  time  recognizing  that  if  thev  had  heeen  general  taxes 
levied  under  article  I,  section  8,  clause  1.  the  uniformity  clause  would  apply. 
To  the  same  effect  Is  Alaska  v.  Troy  (258  U.S.  101 ).  where  the  Court  distinguished 
between  the  regulation  of  commerce  (Merchant  Marine  Act  of  .Time  5,  1020)  and 
taxes  levied  under  section  8 of  the  Constitution,  holding  that  the  regulation  of 
commerce  is  not  governed  by  the  uniformity  clausa  and  hence  is  not  subject,  so  far 
as  Alaska  is  concerned,  to  the  uniformity  clause  of  section  8,” 

I believe  that  the  people  of  South  Carolina  if  offered  Commonwealth  and 
Federal  tax  exemption  would  turn  it  down  as  an  insult.  We  feel  the  same 
way  about  it  We  in  Hawaii  with  a personal  per  capita  income  in  1957  of 
$1,821  have  less  right  to  claim  remission  of  Federal  taxes  than  the  people  of 
South  Carolina  with  a personal  net  income  in  1957  of  only  $1,180. 

We  want  membership  In  the  Union  of  States  on  an  equal  footing  with  all  of  the 
rights  (representation  in  the  Senate  and  House,  the  right  to  vote  for  the  Presi- 
dent, etc.)  and  obligations,  including  the  payment  of  Federal  taxes.  This  Is  a 
privilege  which  American  citizens  should  cherish,  not  try  to  avoid. 

5.  The  Senator  says  that  “after  such  change  (to  Commonwealth)  Hawaii 
would  still  be  "Territory*  of  the  United  States  and  subject  to  the  power  of 
Congress  to  make  changes.'* 

If  we  agree  with  the  Senator  that  Congress  has  the  power  to  change  us  “from" 
and  ‘to*’  anything,  to  give  us  “Federal  tax  exemption'*  and  to  take  it  away,  then 
the  Senator  has  made  the  strongest  argument  for  statehood  that  I know.  Can 
the  Congress  take  away  our  Bill  of  Rights? 
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The  press  has  reported  that  the  Senator  opposed  statehood  but  that  “as  of  now 
my  mind  Is  open."  We  hope  that  after  getting  to  know  Hawaii,  its  institutions 
and  people  better  he  will  see  his  way  clear  to  support  us  in  the  next  Congress  in 
our  legitimate  claims  for  statehood.  tl.  . 

Our  opposition  to  Commonwealth  is  based  among  other  things  on  its  intangi- 
ble" status,  its  deviation  from  the  traditional  American  road  from  Territorial 
status  to  statehood,  and  the  untenable  “tin-cup"  approach  of  a reasonably 
prosperous  community  seeking  Federal  tax  exemption. 

Ha  bold  S.  Robebts. 

September  7,  1958.  „ _ , 4 ^ 4 

Editor’s  Note. — Dr.  Roberts  is  dean  of  the  College  of  Business  Administration, 
and  was  a delegate  to  the  1950  Hawaii  Constitutional  Convention. 


Berryville,  Va.,  February  25,  1959 . 
Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs, 

Senate  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.C. 

Gentlemen  : I wish  to  go  on  record  as  being  completely  opposed  to  the  admis- 
sion of  Hawaii  as  a State  of  those  United  States.  It  has  been  proven  time  and 
time  again,  and  particularly  in  hearings  before  the  Senate  Internal  Security 
Subcommittee  last  year  that  if  Hawaii  wore  to  become  a State,  we  would  have 
Senators  and  Representatives  from  there  who  would  be  Communist  controlled. 

It  was  also  shown  in  those  hearings  that  anti-Communists  in  Hawaii  are  op- 
posed to  Hawaii’s  becoming  a State  for  that  same  reason.  These  anti-Commu- 
nists are  trying  to  clean  house  in  that  Territory. 

It  is  also  common  knowledge  that  Harry  Bridges,  the  Communist,  controls 
Hawaii  just  as  if  he  were  dictator. 

I ask  that  this  letter  be  made  a part  of  the  hearings  and  that  you  send  me  a 
copy  of  the  hearings  on  this  subject  when  they  are  printed. 

Yours  very  truly, 

Elizabeth  H.  Osth. 

(Mrs.  Robert  E.) 


The  U.S.  Flag  Committee, 
Jackson  Heights,  N.F„  February  22, 1959 . 

Senator  James  E.  Murray, 

Chairman,  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs , New  Senate  Office  Build- 
ing,  Washington,  D.C. 

Dear  Senator  Murray:  We  are  opposed  to  S.  50,  a bill  for  statehood  for 
Hawaii. 

After  considers  ting  pros  and  cons,  we  find  nothing  to  justify  making  Hawaii 
a State,  but  many  sound  reasons  for  not  doing  so. 

Sincerely, 

Grace  Murray,  Secretary . 


Washington,  D.C.,  February  25, 1959 . 


Hon.  Henry  M.  Jackson, 

Chairman , interior  Senate  Subcommittee, 

Senate  Office  Building,  Washington , D.C . 

My  Dear  Mr.  Senator:  For  many  years  I have  been  an  active  volunteer  in 
patriotic  work,  through  the  American  Coalition  of  Patriotic  Societies  and  two 


of  its  affiliates. 

All  patriots  of  my  acquaintance  are  gravely  concerned  over  the  thought,  even, 
of  granting  statehood  to  Hawaii,  objections  for  which  have  been  so  well  and 
correctly  expressed  by  Senator  Ellender  and  Congressman  Pillion. 

I herewith  ask  that  my  strong  objections  be  made  part  of  the  record  of  the 
hearings  on  the  subject,  to  be  held  February  25  and  26,  before  your  Interior 
Senate  subcommittee. 

Most  respectfully, 

Esther  Ltnxins. 
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Resolution  of  the  Citizen  Forum  of  Colvmma  Hkiqhts  in  OrrosmoN  to 

Statehood  for  Hawaii 

Whereas  Hawaii  Is  nil  island  .‘1*000  miles  across  the  Pacific  from  the  49  States 
of  onr  Union,  and 

Whereas  her  population  is  77  percent  alien,  consisting  of  Asiatics,  Chinese, 
Japanese,  and  other  nonwhites,  with  less  than  14  percent  Caucasian,  probably 
including  our  military,  their  families,  and  Government  U.S.  employees,  and 
Whereas  it  is  a well  known  fact  that  there  are  a large  number  of  Communists 
in  Hawaii  and  statehood  will  he  of  groat  benefit  to  them,  besides  providing  one 
of  the  greatest  dangers  to  the  citizens  of  our  Union,  and  that  danger  is  the 
migration  of  Hawaiians  into  the  United  States,  and 
Whereas  if  granted  statehood,  nothing  our  Nation  can  do  hereafter  can  stop 
the  migration  of  Hawaiians  into  any  one  of  our  States  from  that  lime  forth — 
we  do  not  want  an  oriental  island  State  In  our  Union : Therefore,  ho  it 
Resolved,  by  the  Citizen  Forum  of  Columbia  Heights , in  regular  meeting  as- 
sembled this  2tst  day  of  February  1959,  That  we  strenuously  object  to  the  ad- 
mission of  Hawaii  as  one  of  our  States  for  the  reasons  hereinbefore  sot  forth, 
mid  urge  both  Senate  and  House  to  deny  her  statehood : and  he  it  further 
Resolved , That  a copy  of  this  resolution  lie  immediately  sent  to  the  President 
of  the  United  States,  the  Vice  President,  every  Member  of  Congress  and  made 
a part  of  the  hearings  scheduled  in  both  Senate  and  House. 


Wheaton,  III.,  February  IS,  1959. 

My  Hear  Senator  Murray:  Knowing  that  the  bill  for  Hawaiian  statehood 
will  bo  soon  under  consideration,  I have  been  rending  the  hearings  of  2 or  4 
years  ago,  which  you  will  of  course  consider. 

I urge  you  to  consider  the  final  decision  of  that  committee  and  keep  the  bill 
In  committee  for  these  reasons  which  you  know : 

1.  Population  77  percent  oriental. 

2.  The  unbalance  of  representatives. 

3.  Communist  domination  by  ILWU  (this  would  hand  two  Communists  to 
the  Senate). 

4.  Location ; as  far  from  mainland  as  London  is  away  (impossible  for  absorb- 
tion  into  Union). 

5.  Scattered  units;  10  to  12  small  islands,  only  7 of  which  are  inhabited 
(majority  tn  one  city). 

6.  No  industries ; largest  income  from  tou-ists. 

7.  Wlmt  could  the  islands  give  to  the  Union?  What  advantages? 

As  a Territory  it  serves  as  a military  base  but  ns  a State,  it  could  not,  except, 
with  consent  of  Hawaii  Legislature. 

Harry  Bridges  Is  already  on  record  before  committee,  as  saying  in  case  of  war 
he  would  snpjwrt  Russia  (Independent  American,  on  air,  Feb.  10,  1959). 

We  pray  that  your  committee  wilt  support  America. 

Bertiia  R.  Palmer. 


Hewitt,  N.  J.,  February  25,  1959 . 

Hon.  James  E.  Murray, 

Chairman,  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs  Committee , U.S.  Senate,  Washington , 
D.C. 

Dear  Senator  Murray:  Please  have  the  annexed  memorandum,  entitled 
“The  Territory  of  Hawaii  should  not  be  admitted  into  the  Union  of  the  United 
States  of  America”  filed  at  once  with  the  U.S.  Senate  committee  that  is  presently 
considering  the  admission  of  the  Territory  of  Hawaii,  outside  of  America,  into 
the  Union  of  the  United  States  of  America,  with  a request  that  It  bo  entered 
into  its  records  to  the  end  that  all  may  consider  the  propositions  contained  in 
the  memorandum. 

Thanking  you,  I am, 

Sincerely, 


Willard  L.  De  Yoe. 
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Memorandum 

Subject:  The  Territory  of  Hawaii  should  not  be  admitted  into  the  Union  of  the 
United  States  of  America. 

The  Territory  of  Hawaii  is  in  an  area  of  the  world,  which  some  have  called 
Oceania.  It  is  not  in  America.  The  fact  that  it  is  not  in  America  makes  its 
admission  a threat 'to  the  safety  and  welfare  of  our  Nation.  For  that  admis- 
sion would  bring  about  a change  in  our  foreign  i>oliry,  which  could  not  be 
changed  thereafter.  This  is  the  change,  which  such  admission  would  cause: 

1.  At  last  our  Nation  would  ho  dedicated  to  a world-expansion  policy.  We 
would  step  out  of  America  and  into  the  wide,  wide  world.  How  then  mild  we 
criticize  communistic  Iius*sia  or  China  for  their  common  doctrine  of  world 
expansion?  Should  our  diplomats  then  chide  the  communistic  states  for  world 
expansion,  they  would  be  scorned  as  hypocrites ! 

2.  The  Monroe  Doctrine  Is  a safety  measure  for  the  United  States  of  America. 
If  our  Nation  expands  beyond  America  into  other  areas  of  the  world,  how  can 
our  diplomats  successfully  contend  that  other  nations  should  not  expand  in  South 
America?  We  know  that  the  Communists  attempt  to  exorcise  influence  in  the 
nations  In  America,  south  of  the  United  States  of  America,  and  would  like  to 
obtain  control  of  some  of  them,  if  not  all.  Our  Nation  must  set  an  example  in 
nonexpansion  in  the  world  beyond  America,  or  become  weak  in  our  world 
influence.  Here  is  a situation  for  the  application  of  the  Holden  Rule. 

3.  Immediately  upon  the  admission  of  the  Territory  of  Hawaii  into  the  Union 
of  the  United  States  of  America,  there  would  commence  an  insidious  deteriora- 
tion of  inter-American  solidarity,  which  was  so  forcefully  proclaimed  in  the 
famous  Declaration  of  Lima  In  the  year  of  1038.  How  rail  there  he  a vigorous 
inter-American  solidarity,  should  the  United  States  of  America  expand  beyond 
America?  The  State  of  Hawaii  would  be  a perfect  catalytic*  to  destroy  such 
solidarity.  For,  with  the  State  of  Hawaii  in  the  Union,  a force  would  I.  * added 
in  the  determination  of  our  Nation’s  policy,  which  would  come  from  beyond 
America. 

4.  Many  of  our  Nation’s  friends  and  allies,  especially  those  among  the  so-called 
free  nations,  and  those,  which  are  choosing  between  the  way  of  the  Communists 
and  ours,  will  surely  he  alarmed  at  our  new,  irrevocable  policy  of  world  expan- 
sion, should  a State,  outside  of  America,  be  admitted  into  the  Union  of  the 
United  States  of  America.  It  seems  almost  certain  that,  should  such  admission 
be  effected,  tumult  because  of  distrust  of  and  propaganda  causlug  such  distrust 
of  our  Nation  will  run  rife  throughout  the  globe.  And  the  action  of  admission 
will  speak  more  effectively  than  and  more  loudly  than  all  the  words  that  our 
diplomats  may  utter  in  an  endeavor — futilely — to  minimize  a certain  beginning 
of  world  expansion  on  the  part  of  our  Nation. 

5.  There  is  a constitutional  question  for  the  United  States  of  America  in  the 
admission  of  the  Territory  of  Hawaii  Into  the  Union.  Please  turn  to  the  Consti- 
tution of  1787  of  our  Nation.  While  the  name  “United  States”  is  used  through- 
out the  documeut,  yet,  where  the  Union  is  last  named,  just  before  the  sub- 
scription, it  is  called  the  United  States  of  America.  Thus  the  opinion  is  justi- 
fied that  the  last  name,  at  the  end  of  the  document,  controls,  for  that  is  in  line 
with  the  rule  in  law  concerning  the  legal  interpretation  of  documents.  Further- 
more in  the  Declaration  of  Independence  (still  valid,  we  hope  and  trust),  in  the 
Articles  of  Confederation,  and  in  the  loyalty  oaths,  taken  pursuant  to  a resolution 
of  the  Congress  adopted  in  February  of  1778,  our  Nation  is  definitely  and  posi- 
tively named  “the  United  States  of  America.”  It  would,  therefore,  appear  that 
the  admission  of  the  Territory  of  Hawaii,  located  in  Oceania  or  in  the  Far 
Pacific,  beyond  the  shores  and  continent  of  America  (North  and  South),  would 
be  contrary  to  tbe  intention  of  the  present  Constitution  of  1787,  and  he  uncon- 
stitutional and,  consequently,  illegal.  That  should  he  obvious  to  all,  except 
those,  who  persist  in  calling  green  “pink.”  A State  should  not  be  admitted  to  the 
Union  of  the  United  States  of  America,  where  the  validity  of  such  admission 
could  be  questioned  justifiably,  ns  in  the  matter  of  the  admission  of  the  Terri- 
tory of  Hawaii.  It  would  be  poor  policy.  Indeed,  to  expect  that  the  Supreme 
Court  of  the  United  States  of  America  make  legal,  that  which  is  truly  illegal. 

Respectfully  submitted. 

Willard  L.  DeYoe, 
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Statement  ok  Win. is  A.  ('a  mo,  Secretary,  Liberty  Lobby,  Pan  Francisco, 
(■auk,  in  Opposition  to  Hawaiian  Admission 

When  the  income  tax  (lOtli)  amendment  was  passed,  Its  promoters  solemnly 
promised  that  II  would  never  take  more  than  2 or  3 i>oreent  of  the  income  of 
any  taxpayer.  However,  a precedent  had  been  established  with  Its  passage. 
That  precedent  was  that  It  became  possible  for  Congress,  by  majority  vote,  to 
confiscate  up  to  100  j>ereent  of  a man’s  Income  if  It  desired  to  do  so.  Forty  six 
years  later  we  realize  tlds  truth.  Few  realized  It  In  1013.  A prophet  then 
would  have  been  rid  bailed. 

The  admission  of  Hawaii  would  establish  another  precedent.  Tills  precedent 
would  lie  that  land  or  Islands  uneonneeted  with  the  American  Continent  and 
inhabited  by  people  of  radically  differing:  backgrounds  from  the  majority  of 
Americans  are  eligible  to  become  a Stale. 

Gentlemen,  this  is  a roml  with  no  ending.  Tills  Is  the  road  to  world  govern- 
ment. It  Is  ihe  highway  through  the  gradual  watering  down  of  the  Idea  of 
American  nationality  and  nationhood  to  a meaningless,  characterless,  cnsmojioli- 
tan  universality.  It  Is  a violence  to  American  sovereignty.  It  Is  suicide. 

There  is  a finest  Ion  which  American  statesmen  must  come  to  grips  with  be- 
fore it  is  too  late.  After  Hawaii,  what?  Puerto Rico?  Panama?  Guam?  The 
Virgin  Islands?  Why  not.  then.  Chaim?  Or  San  Marino?  Hensons  ran  bo  found 
for  the  admission  of  all  of  these.  What  is  the  point  at  which  wo  stop? 

Many  of  tiie  |>eoplo  of  tbe«e  count ries  desire  to  become  nn  American  State. 
The  governor  of  Puerto  Hln\  lads  Mufloz-Marln,  floes.  Immediately  after 
Congress  passed  Alaskan  admittance,  ho  wired  to  the  Governor  of  Alaska  : 

“My  since  rest  congratulations  to  the  Alaskan  i>eople  for  this  victory  in  getting 
statohi>od  through  the  principle  ot  self-determination.  The  people  of  the  Com- 
monwealth of  Puerto  Rice,  who  also  benefited  from  this  principle,  wish  the 
people  of  Alaska  lots  of  happiness  in  their  new  status.” 

Governor  Marin  apparently  is  not  only  In  favor  of  statehood  for  Puerto  Rleo 
but  he  believes  tlmt  It  is  a matter  of  right  if  it  Is  desired  by  the  people  of 
Puerto  Rico. 

The  admission  of  a new  State  is  a serious  matter.  It  Is  not  properly  a matter  of 
emotion  nor  of  wishful  thinking.  Xor  is  it  a matter  of  “earning,”  for  statehood 
is  not  a reward,  to  be  presented  as  a proud  i>aront  would  give  an  all-day  sucker  to 
a well-behaved  child. 

Admission  must  always  be  a matter  of  principle.  Tills  principle  Is  that  the 
issue  requires  calm  deliberation  in  the  light  of  national  interest.  There  can 
be  no  oth^r  approach  to  the  matter  without  disaster.  Statesmen  must  calmly 
decide  that  admission  of  an  area  is  in  the  national  interest  or  opposed  to  It, 
and  this  is  the  sole  criterion.  Only  national  interest  is  concerned.  This  and 
nothing  else. 

Hawaiian  statehood  clearly  has  nothing  to  recommend  it  as  far  as  this  Na- 
tion's interests  are  concerned  and  each  and  every  argument  brought  forth  for 
it  is  specious  when  viewed  in  the  clear  light  of  national  interest. 

For  instance,  one  of  the  arguments  is  that  admission  is  necessary  for  na- 
tional security.  This  Is  an  obvious  fiction.  The  same  was  said  for  Alaska,  but 
after  Congress  favored  Alaska  the  Washington  magazine,  U.S.  News  & World 
Report,  revealed  that  opposition  from  high  military  officials  was  one  of  the 
factors  which  had  slowed  down  its  march  through  Congress.  Now  one  does  not 
need  to  be  a military  genius  to  perceive  that  a territory  is  much  easier  con- 
trolled in  the  event  of  national  emergency  than  is  a sovereign  state. 

Another  argument  is  that  the  step  of  statehood  has  been  promised  by  the  of- 
ficials of  two  political  parties.  But,  gentlemen,  only  Congress  can  promise  the 
will  of  the  Nation,  and  Congress  has  made  no  promise.  It  Is  only  In  totalitarian 
states,  like  Communist  Russia  or  Nazi  Germany,  that  a political  party  can  make 
promises  in  the  name  of  th?  government. 

In  addition  to  the  question  of  national  interest  there  is  a very  important  con- 
stitutional issue  involved.  Admission  of  Hawaii,  to  be  legal,  would  clearly  re- 
quire an  amendment  to  the  Constitution,  without  which  Congress  would  be  acting 
devoid  of  Its  constitutional  power  to  so  act,  and  admission  would  be  null  and 
void.  Let  me  read  the  appropriate  portion  of  the  Constitution,  the  preamble: 

“We  the  People  of  the  United  States,  in  Order  to  form  a more  perfect  Union, 
establish  justice,  insure  domestic  Tranquillity,  provide  for  the  common  de- 
fense, promote  the  General  Welfare,  and  secure  the  blessings  of  Liberty  to  our- 
selves and  our  Posterity,  do  ordain  and  establish  this  Constitution  for  the 
United  States  of  America.” 
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This  Is  whore  we  derive  the  name  of  our  country,  and  the  name  Is  the  “United 
States  of  America.” 

The  20  volcanic  islands  In  the  North  Pacific  Ocean  making  up  Hawaii  are  not 
part  of  the  American  Continent.  This  Is  a geographical  fact. 

To  projierly  admit  Hawaii  would  require  a constitutional  amendment  chang- 
ing the  name  of  this  Nation  to,  perhaps,  the  “United  States  of  America  and  the 
North  Pacific  Ocean,”  or  to  the  “United  States  of  Anywhere.”  The  latter  would 
probably  be  preferable  because  we  could  then  retain  the  initials  "U.S.A  “ 

We  are  In  danger  of  making  a cataclysmic  turn  In  American  history.  We  are 
at  the  point  where  we  may  remain  a Republic  with  clearly  defined  boundaries  or 
soon  become  a meaningless  conglomeration,  an  “empire”  If  you  like  the  term, 
with  our  boundaries  and  our  voting  electorate  changing  with  the  whims  of  pres- 
sure groups  and  the  cast  of  fortune. 

I do  not  begrudge  Ilawntians  the  right  to  petition  for  admission.  It  Is  their 
right  to  do  so  and  I,  ns  a citizen  of  the  Nation  they  admire,  am  flattered  at  their 
high  opinion  of  my  country.  But  T protest  at  the  Insane  hysteria  which  has  been 
excited  In  Congress  by  the  lobbyists  who  are  promoting  this  for  their  own  selfish 
ends.  This  hysteria  Is  n totally  artificial  thing,  uneondncive  to  calm  discussion 
and  Inimical  to  the  best  interests  of  the  country.  Is  Congress  really  going  to 
capitulate  so  easily  to  the  wiles  of  the  professional  pressure  artists  and  the 
venality  of  tawdry  political  “deals”?  What  has  happened  to  statesmanship? 

A certain  Senator’s  legislative  assistant — a very  capable  gentleman — has  pro- 
tested at  my  accusation  that  lobbyists  have  whipped  up  this  hysteria.  He  has 
said  that  he  doubts  If  there  are  any  surh  lobbyists.  I prefer  to  believe  differently. 
I find  It  Imi>ossible  to  believe  that  this  mysterious  clamor  for  Admission — a step 
obviously  detrimental  to  our  long-range  Interests — is  spontaneous.  I have  more 
respect  for  the  collective  Intelligence  of  Congress  than  to  believe  otherwise. 

In  spite  of  the  fact  that  Hawaiian  admission  has  been  before  Congress  for 
10  years,  I submit  that  the  discussion  of  this  grave  step  has  heretofore  always 
been  iti  the  realm  of  partisan  polities  or  Idle  chatter  about  the  imagined  wishes  or 
welfare  of  the  Hawnllnns  and  never— repeat,  never  —in  the  realm  of  true  national 
Interest.  This  Is  why  I doubt  if  all  of  the  honorable  Senators  have  bad  the  opj>or- 
tunity  to  understand  the  import  of  the  step. 

I pray  that  the  honorable  Senators  will  allow  themselves  to  stand  away  from 
the  hurly-burly  of  partisan  politics  long  enough  to  perceive  the  true  road  ahead — 
the  one  loading  safely  through  the  tempest  of  pressure  and  misinformation  which 
blows  so  loudly  around  them.  I address  my  plea  to  those  lonely  men — those 
statesmen  w ho  are  able  to  stand  against  the  wind  when  they  see  it  blowing  in  a 
perverse  direction. 


American  Leoion, 
Pkrrottet-Nickerson  Post  No.  76, 

Wheaton , HI.,  February  2J,  1959. 

Hon.  James  B.  Murray, 

Washington,  D.C. 


Sir:  We  are  absolutely  opposed  to  the  admission  of  Hawaii  or  any  otheT  group 
to  our  U.3.  citizenship  that  are  located  far  from  our  mainland. 

Other  objections  to  the  admission  of  Hawaii  as  a State,  are ; 

( 1 ) Its  manner  of  life  Is  far  different,  as  a whole,  to  that  of  ours. 

(2)  A vast  proportion  of  Us  inhabitants  are  communistic  or  favorable  thereto, 

(3)  Hawaii  is  dominated  by  arbitrary  unionism, 

(4)  Hawaii  is  Celestial  In  origin.  While  it  is  proper  to  admit  Celestials  to 
small  numbers  at  a time  to  citizenship,  we  cannot  expect  to  absorb  them  In  great 
masses,  particularly  when  they  are  so  far  from  our  mainland. 

(5)  Protection  of  Hawaii  would  add  a large  cost  to  our  conntry  and  lead  to 
much  “entanglement.” 

Let's  covet  and  keep  our  Constitution  strong.  This  applies  to  all  citizens 
including  our  apparently  weak  Supreme  Court. 

Respectfully  yours, 


Edward  J.  Kunze, 

Past  Commander . 
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4 West  43d  Street,  New  York,  NX, 

February  2\,  1959. 

Senator  Henry  M.  Jackson, 

Chairman , Subcommittee  on  Territories , Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular 
Affairs,  U.8.  Senate , Now  Senate  Office  Building , Washington  D.C . 

Hear  Sir:  This  statement  is  submitted  for  inclusion  in  the  record  of  hearings 
concerning  statehood  for  Hawaii — In  opposition  to  granting  statehood. 

I speak  solely  as  an  individual  citizen;  as  a native  of  the  United  States,  a 
long-time  member  of  the  New  York  Bar;  as  a veteran  of  both  World  Wars 
(major,  Air  Force,  World  War  II) ; as  a writer  and  lecturer  on  public  affairs — 
especially  concerning  the  field  of  constitutional  law  and  American  history,  in 
relation  to  traditional  principles  underlying  domestic  and  foreign  affairs,  and 
national  defense. 

This  statement  will  be  confined  to  a single  main  point,  that  now  is  the  time 
to  establish  the  principle  and  precedent  against  inclusion  lu  the  Union,  as  a 
State,  of  any  island  area  or  any  other  area  off  the  Continent  of  North  America, 
as  the  only  sure  way  of  avoiding  the  quicksand  trap  of  geographic  Imperialism. 

This  term  “geographic  imperialism”  is  used  to  denote  that  aspect  or  type  of 
imperialism  which  involves  an  open-end  policy  of  expansion  through  inclusion  of 
auy  and  all  Territories  which  may  from  time  to  time  seem  desirable  as  units 
in  the  homeland’s  political  structure — in  this  case  as  States,  History  would 
seem  to  teach  that  such  a policy,  put  into  practice,  is  one  way  by  which  a strong, 
cohesive,  unified  nation  can  easily  undermine  the  foundations  of  its  enduring 
quality  to  its  ultimate  doom.  This  Is  all  the  more  important  for  the  people  and 
their  public  servants,  including  the  Congress,  to  consider  at  this  time — now  that 
the  United  States  Is  deeply  mired  in  global  militarism-imperialism  on  an  ever- 
expanding  scale  in  violation  of  all  traditional  American  principles,  in  conflict 
with  the  genuine  needs  of  sound  national  defense  (including  New  World  de- 
fense), nnd  In  defiance  of  the  requirements  of  a sound  national  picture  from 
every  standjioint  including  that  of  constitutionally  limited  government  under  a 
stable  Constitution  respected  In  practice  as  the  foundation  of  rule  by  law. 

It  Is  noteworthy  that  Soviet  Russia,  practicing  ruthless  imperialism — in  part 
through  the  agency  of  its  international  conspiracy  (the  Communist  Party)  seek- 
ing to  overthrow  all  lion-Conimunist  governments,  including  ours — in  pursuit 
of  the  Communist  goal  of  world  rule  by  the  Kremlin,  Is  carefully  avoiding  this 
very  trap,  which  lias  wrecked  past  imperialistic  systems:  open-end  political 
expansion.  This  factor  alone  promises  to  contribute  substantially  to  the  long 
life  of  the  Kremlin’s  dominance  over  a continental  (Eurasian)  empire  of  here- 
tofore undreamed  of  size,  hacked  as  it  Is  by  military  might  of  comparable  signifi- 
cance. Therein  lies  the  hideous  meaning  of  today’s  reality : Russia  over  Eurasia 
and  vicinity,  in  military  potential,  under  the  evil  genius  of  the  Kremlin’s  brutal- 
itarians,  as  the  Russo-Anierlcan  era  begins.  " 

Hawaii  can  no  longer  he  counted  a reliable  defense  asset  of  the  United  States, 
capable  of  enduring  in  war,  because  Russia’s  rocket-tiring  submarines  can  oblit- 
erate Hawaii  in  the  first  hour  of  conflict  and  it  is  inqiossihle  to  prevent  this. 
Hawaii,  like  all  island  areas  (including  most  notably  Great  Britain),  Is  com- 
pletely indefensible,  an  adequate  defense  cannot  bo  conceived — not  to  mention 
Russia’s  long-range  rockets,  or  those  from  east  Siberia,  3,000  miles  distant. 
This  eliminates  any  argument  that  Hawaiian  statehood  can  benefit  homeland 
defense  in  war. 

The  very  apathy  of  the  American  people  in  the  face  of  America's  palpably 
disintegrating  body  of  traditions  and  principles,  in  foreign  as  in  domestic  affairs 
(chief  of  all  apathy  toward  the  rampant  and  wholesale  usurpation  of  power  by 
all  throe  branches  of  the  Federal  Government  every  year  since  1933  as  to  Presi- 
dents and  Congress  and  since  1937  for  the  Supreme  Court)  Is  one  warning  sign 
that  the  only  sure  way  to  avoid  the  above  mentioned  trap  is  to  stop  now  the  first 
step  toward  overexpansion  of  the  homeland’s  political  structure:  deny  Hawaii 
statehood.  It  is  recommended  that  this  he  done. 

Hamilton  A.  Long. 


Wheaton,  III.,  February  1959. 

Hon.  James  E.  Murray, 

Chairman,  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 

My  Dear  Senator  Murray:  It  is  my  understanding  that  the  Hawaii  state- 
hood bill  will  be  voted  on  this  week,  or  very  soon.  For  the  following  reasons  it 
is  my  hope  that  it  will  be  defeated : 
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(1)  The  Hawaiian  economy  is  dominated  by  Harry  Bridges  and  his  Long- 
shoremen's Union. 

(2)  The  population  Is  more  that  75  percent  oriental.  What  can  most  orientals 
know  of  self-government? 

Could  not  the  Senators  elected  under  such  conditions  be  extremely  liberal, 
If  not  out-and-out  Communists  V 
Respectfully, 

(Mrs.  E.  P.)  Ruby  C.  Miller. 


Appendix  C 


(Committee  Note. — The  committee  deems  it  inadvisable  to  attempt 
to  reprint  all  of  the  communications  it  received  in  support  of  state- 
hood. The  following  arc  set  forth  as  being  typical  examples:) 


Western  States  Democratic  Conference, 
Committee  for  Admission  of  Hawaii  to  the  Union  in  1959, 

San  Francisco,  Calif.,  February  27, 1959, 


Hon.  James  E,  Murray, 

Senate  Office  Building, 

Washington , D.C. 

Dear  Senator  Murray:  Cal  Rawlings,  chairman  of  the  Western  States  Dem- 
ocratic Conference,  appointed  me  and  Marguerite  Peyton  Thompson  cochairman 
of  a committee  to  do  our  best  to  see  that  the  12  Western  States  present  a strong 
and  uni  tied  front  in  favor  of  Hawaiian  statehood  this  year. 

I know  that  nearly  all,  if  not  all,  of  the  western  Democratic  Congressmen 
and  Senators  favor  Hawaiian  statehood,  but  if  it  Isn't  too  much  trouble  we 
would  appreciate  it  ever  so  much  if  you  would  drop  us  a line  advising  of  your 
feeling  on  tbe  subject. 

The  first  step  we  have  taken  was  to  try  and  get  resolutions  out  of  every  legis- 
lature In  the  12  Western  States  and  I enclose  a progress  report. 

Rest  wishes  and  many  thanks  for  your  cooperation. 

Sincerely  yours, 


Roger  Kent, 

Pice  Chairman. 


February  2G,  1959. 

Memorandum  on  Progress  in  the  Twelve  Western  States  for  Hawaiian 

Statehood 

I have  just  returned  from  a short  business  trip  to  Hawaii  and  the  people 
are  tremendously  excited  about  tbe  prospect  of  statehood  and  there  would  be 
the  most  distressing  letdown  if  statehood  is  not  achieved  this  year. 

Naturally  both  houses  of  the  legislature  in  Hawaii  have  memorialized  Con- 
gress to  admit  them  this  year. 

The  following  action  has  been  taken  in  other  Western  States. 

1.  The  first  memorial  resolution  ever  passed  by  both  houses  of  the  State  of 
Alaska  (House  Joint  Memorial  No.  1)  urges  Congress  to  admit  Hawaii  “to  the 
Union  on  an  equal  footing  with  the  other  States.”  It  was  passed  by  the  house 
February  2,  1059,  and  by  the  senate  February  7,  1959.  I am  delighted  to  report 
that  the  author  was  one  of  our  faithful  members  Helen  Fisher  who  is  a member 
of  the  Alaskan  House  of  Representatives. 

2.  California:  The  California  Assembly  passed  a resolution  on  January  12 
urging  Congress  to  grant  statehood  to  Hawaii.  Senator  Fred  Farr  is  handling 
a similar  resolution  in  the  senate  and  will  have  it  passed  soon. 

3.  Oregon : David  Epps  rejwrts  unanimous  passage  of  a similar  resolution  by 
the  Oregon  Senate  February  11  and  by  the  house  on  February  13. 

4.  Idaho:  Mrs.  Bert  Miller  advises  that  Mr.  John  Walters,  State  chairman 
will  “proceed  with  the  State  affairs  committee  to  see  that  a resolution  is  pre- 
pared and  presented  before  the  adjournment  of  the  legislature  March  5.”  She 
anticipates  that  it  will  be  passed  without  ft  problem. 

5.  Nevada:  Bill  Wcodburn,  national  committeeman,  has  requested  a member 
of  the  assembly  to  introduce  a resolution  and  I have  written  asking  him  to  fol- 
low up  with  the  Nevada  Senate  (which  at  the  present  time  Is  apparently  preoc- 
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cupled  with  attempting  to  annex  a considerable  portion  of  the  State  of  Cali- 
fornia.) 

Please  let  me  hear  from  the  other  States  and  progress  being  made  in  the 
States  mentioned  above  which  huve  not  as  yet  taken  Anal  action. 

Sincerely  yonrs, 

Rooeb  Kent. 


Statement  ok  George  P.  Rii-ey,  AFL-CIO  Legislative  Representative,  in 
Support  of  S.  50  and  Related  Bills  for  Hawaiian  Stateiujod 

The  AFL-CIO  continues  to  support  the  proposition  of  statehood  for  Hawaii 
which  legislation  now  has  been  reported  by  the  House  committee,  such  action  to 
be  effective  this  year. 

There  are  few  new  arguments  for  or  against  Hawaiian  statehood.  There  has 
been  little  change  since  this  committee  last  considered  such  bills,  except  that 
now  there  is  the  additional  impetus  for  definitive  action  in  view  of  the  admittance 
of  Alaska  ns  a full-fledged  member  of  the  family  of  States. 

Hawaii  definitely  appears  to  be  qualified  under  the  respective  requirements  to 
attain  statehood  (1)  that  the  Territory  must  demonstrate  its  resources  aud 
population  are  sufficient  to  meet  the  cost  of  State  government,  and  (2)  the  people 
of  the  Territory  must  give  evidence  of  wish  to  acquire  complete  citizenship 
through  statehood. 

People  nil  over  the  globe,  wherever  to  be  found,  have  demonstrated  considerable 
urge  for  cutting  the  ties  to  unpleasant  memories  of  colonialism  which  can  be 
classified  as  a hedge  against  full  citizenship.  A Mediterranean  Island  has  Just 
now  been  granted  complete  freedom.  The  populations  of  the  captive  satellites 
states  of  Kastern  Europe  though  beaten  down  still  wish  for  the  return  of  their 
liberties  and  autonomy.  Even  the  Kurds  seeking  full  identity  through  a govern- 
ment of  their  own  are  getting  recognition  in  a degree.  This  process  is  going  on 
over  nil  the  world.  In  Africa.  It  happened  in  Asia.  The  creation  of  independent 
states  and  the  change  will  continue. 

Hnwallan  statehood  Is  going  to  take  place  and  it  has  remained  unfinished  busi- 
ness for  years  in  the  Congress. 

There  is  little  to  add  to  the  arguments  which  have  been  set  forth  previously. 
We  merely  ask  that  S.  50  be  reported  without  material  change  at  the  earliest 
date  possible. 


State  of  Montana, 

Office  of  the  Secretary  of  State, 

Helena,  Mont.,  February  9t  195$. 

Hon.  James  E.  Murray, 

U.S.  Senator,  Senate  Office  Building,  Washington,  D.C. 

Dear  Senator  Murray  : In  accordance  with  the  mandate  of  the  36th  legislative 
assembly  of  the  State  of  Montana,  I attach  for  your  information  and  such  action 
as  you  may  deem  necessary,  a certified  copy  of  House  Joint  Resolution  No.  1. 

Yours  respectfully, 

Frank  Murray, 
Secretary  of  State . 

Montana  House  Joint  Resolution  Xo.  1 

A joint  resolution  of  the  house  and  senate  of  the  State  of  Montana  to  the 
President  of  the  United  States,  Dwight  D.  Eisenhower;  to  the  Congress  of 
the  United  States;  to  the  Senate  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs  Committee; 
to  Senators  James  E.  Murray  and  Mike  Mansfield;  to  Congressmen  Lee 
Metcalf  and  Leroy  Anderson ; and  to  the  Hawaii  Delegation  In  the  United 
States  Congress  and  the  Governor  of  the  Territory  of  Hawaii ; requesting 
the  President  and  Congress  of  the  United  States  to  do  what  may  be  neces- 
sary to  give  full  statehood  to  the  Territory  of  Hawaii. 

Whereas  the  legislature  of  Montana  Is  aware  of  the  unfairness  with  which  the 
Territory  of  Hawaii  has  been  treated  In  its  appeal  for  statehood ; and 

Whereas  the  legislature  of  Montana  Is  aware  of  the  great  contributions  that 
the  Territory  of  Hawaii  has  made  to  the  welfare  of  the  United  States,  and 
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t>el loving  that  such  contributions  could  be  vastly  accelerated  by  statehood;  and 

Whereas  the  platforms  of  both  major  political  parties  have  and  do  advocate 
statehood  for  Hawaii ; and 

Whereas  the  President  of  the  United  States  has  advocated  statehood  for  Hawaii 
in  speeches,  and  before  his  inauguration ; and 

Whereas  the  growth  and  prosjKMity  of  the  Territory  of  Hawaii,  and  the  people 
of  Hawaii  are  seriously  handicapped  by  the  Territorial  status  that  now  exists; 
and 

Whereas  the  Territory  of  Hawaii,  and  the  people  of  that  territory  have  now 
reached  a stalemate  In  their  development  that  cannot  be  overcome  until  state- 
hood is  granted ; and 

Whereas  it  is  to  the  future  benefit  of  the  United  Stales  of  America  to  accelerate 
the  development  of  the  vast  potential  that  is  Hawaii:  Now,  therefore,  he  it 

Resolved,  That  the  legislature  of  the  State  of  Montana,  both  house  and  senate 
concurring,  do  petition  the  President  and  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  to 
Jointly  do  that  which  Is  necessary  to  immediately  give  full  statehood  to  the 
Territory  of  Hawaii ; and  be  it  further 

Resolved,  That  copies  of  this  resolution  be  submitted  by  the  secretary  of 
state  of  the  State  of  Montana  to  each  of  the  individuals  and  to  the  chairman 
of  the  committee  untried  In  the  title  of  this  resolution,  and  also  to  the  presiding 
officers  of  both  Houses  of  the  Congress  of  the  United  States. 

John  J.  MacDonald, 
Speaker  of  the  House. 

Paul  Cannon, 

President  of  the  Senate. 


Com mon wbatmi  of  Pennsylvania, 

Department  of  Health, 
Harrisburg,  February  Ft,  1959. 

Hon.  Joseph  S.  Clark,  Jr. 

U.S.  Senate, 

Washington,  D.C. 

Dear  Senator  Clark:  I am  writing  you  about  a matter  which  has  no  direct 
connection  with  my  position  ns  secretary  of  health  of  Pennsylvania,  hut  in 
which  I have  a personal  interest  and  knowledge,  having  been  health  officer  of 
the  Territory  of  Hawaii  from  1943  to  1953.  The  mat  lor  Is  statehood  for  Hawaii, 
which  Is  being  considered  by  the  present  Congress. 

It  is  my  feeling  that  Hawaii  is  definitely  ready  to  become  a State  of  the 
United  States  and  Is  deserving  of  taking  Its  i>osltlon  among  the  other  40  States. 
Congressional  committees  have  investigated  Hawaii's  aspiration  for  statehood 
soino  23  times  and  I believe  there  are  over  0,000  i algos  of  re|M>rts  complied  on 
these  investigations.  I had  the  opportunity  to  ]>ersoimlly  testify  before  two  of 
these  investigations.  If  I remember  correctly  all  of  the  Investigations  indicated 
that  Hawaii  was  In  state  of  readiness  for  statehood. 

You  will  receive  much  testimony  on  this  matter.  I would  just  like  to  mid  to 
It  that  my  Intimate  knowledge  of  the  Territory  indicates  a high  degree  of  educa- 
tional, economic,  and  social  responsibility  among  the  jreople  of  Hawaii  who,  as 
taxpaying  citizens  of  the  United  States  are  intimately  concerned  and  Interested 
iu  the  future  of  the  United  States  of  America  to  which  they  are  certalnlv  as 
loyal  os  the  citizens  of  the  various  States.  The  Health  Department  of  Hawaii 
is  the  oldest  of  any  of  the  State  or  Territorial  health  departments  having  been 
started  In  1850  and  being  in  continuous  existence  since  that  time. 

I believe  that  the  citizens  of  Hawaii  have  earned  the  right  to  statehood  and 
that  this  privilege  Is  now  due  to  them.  If  necessary,  I should  be  glad  to  testify 
as  to  any  of  the  details  of  my  knowledge  of  public  health,  government  or  living 
conditions  In  Hawaii. 

I trust  that  when  the  matter  of  the  decision  on  statehood  for  Hawaii  is  before 
you,  you  will  see  fit  to  act  upon  it  favorably. 

Sincerely  yours, 


C.  L.  Wilbar,  Jr.,  M.D., 

Secretary  of  Health. 
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Ho  Hawaiian  statehood. 


Tho  Montana  Powkr  To., 
Itutte,  Mont.,  I'cbruary  £(),  tibVK 


Hon.  Jam  vs  K.  Mvruay, 
l\S.  Sa\ntt\ 

Senate  Office  Huiltliny, 

Washington.  H.C. 

Pvah  Sknaior  Mruuw  : I liavo  had  an  o|>|>oi*t unity  to  visit  with  some  of  my 
friends  in  Honolulu  on  Hie  question  of  Hawaiian  statehood  and  thought  .von 
would  he  interested  in  having  me  report  to  you  the  results  of  those  eonversa* 
Hons. 

I made  extensive  Inquiry  into  the  question  of  whether  these  iieoplc  believed 
that  the  very  large  Japanese  imputation  in  tin*  islands  Is  loyal  to  the  United 
States.  1 confess  that  I was  fearful  that  we  might  ultimately  have  two  Japa- 
nese Senators  and  several  Japanese  Congressmen  from  Hawaii.  Without  ex- 
ception. my  informants  wore  satisfied  that  the  Japanese  citizens  of  (he  islands 
are  loyal  Americans.  They  used  the  ex|H*rleuee  in  World  War  II  and  a lack 
of  any  sabotage  in  I he  extensive  operations  at  Pearl  Harbor  as  proof  of  this 
conclusion. 

In  addition,  they  intelligently  urge  that  the  islands  are  the  first  line  of  de- 
fense for  this  country,  that  they  hear  an  enormous  responsibility  and  should 
have  comparable  recognition  by  becoming  a Slate. 

I realize  that  you  are  well  Informed  on  the  question  of  statehood  for  Hawaii, 
but  by  this  letter  l wanted  to  pass  on  to  you  my  conclusion  that  Hawaii  is  well 
deserving  of  statehood  and  should  receive  it.  1 tt  fact,  1 believe  that  Hawaii 
is  far  more  entitled  to  statehood  than  Alaska,  which  has  already  been  admitted, 
and  Is  far  better  able  to  bear  the  rosponsiblllt  ics  of  statehood. 

Sincerely, 


Jack  Corktik, 

President, 


US.  CoNKVIiKN ck  or  Mayoiss, 


1 Vasltinyton,  /M\,  Vebniary  fPJp. 

Hon.  Hvxuv  Jackson, 

Chairman,  Territories  a mi  Insular  Subcommittee, 

Semite  Committee  on  Interstate  an*i  Insular  Affairs, 

Semite  Office  ISuihtiny,  Washinytan,  O.C. 


Pk.au  Mb.  Chairman  : On  behalf  of  the  U.S.  Conference  of  Mayors  1 mu  pleased 
to  urge  the  early  enactment  of  S.  fu>.  a bill  to  provide  statehood  for  the  Territory 
of  Hawaii. 

Tho  C.S.  Conference  of  Mayors  is  made  up  of  more  than  :?00  cities  with  jmpula- 
f ion  of  JO.OOOor  mere  with  all  major  metropolitan  areas  represented  in  its  mem- 
bership. The  conference  has  consistently  sup|K>rled  statehood  for  Hawaii  and 
at  its  IPoS  annual  conference  the  following  resoluthm  was  adopted: 

"Whereas  pursuant  to  an  avt  of  Congress  Hawaii  has  been  organized  as  a 
Territory  in  preparation  for  statehood  for  many  years : and 

"Whereas  the  Territory  of  Hawaii  has  demonstrated  its  ability  to  accept  tho 
oblignt  ions  of  statehood : and 

"Whereas  the  STdh  Congress  a proved  the  admission  of  Alaska  ns  a State;  and 

“Whereas  Hawaii  Is  the  only  remaining  organized  Territory  of  the  United 
States:  Now,  therefore,  lie  It 

'•Hesatrcd  by  the  V,S%  Conference  of  Manors,  Thai  the  Congress  be.  utui  It  is 
hereby,  resinvl fully  and  earnestly  petitioned  to  give  prompt  and  favorable  con- 
sideration to  legislation  admitting  Hawaii  Into  the  Union  of  States.’1 

We  are  encouraged  Hull  the  Congress  has  proceeded  to  the  consideration  of 
this  matter  early  In  Its  lirst  session.  We  commend  the  members  of  your  com- 
mittee for  taking  the  initiative  on  this  question. 

With  best  personal  regards,  I am 
Sincerely  yours. 


Norris  Con  son, 

Mayor  of  Tam  Amjcles,  Prcsidnit,  U.$,  Confcrt'nci' of  Mayors, 
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AM.VlUAMATKn  MfAT  PriTKHS  ASH 
llri'CHKK  WoitKMKN  ok  Noktii  Amkkica, 

ChictifjiK  IN.,  I'vbntari/  2$,  !9o9. 


Won.  IIksky  M.  Jackson, 

i’fiainnttn.  Subcommittee  on  Territories  omt  Insuiar  Affairs, 

Yetr  Nrirufr  Office  Nnihiimj.  Wtishint/ton,  II. C. 

1H  \n  Si  \ Amis  Jackson  : Wo  should  like  h>  inform  you  of  I ho  complete  sup|»ort 
of  l ho  Amalgamated  Mont  (Vidors  mul  Hotelier  Workmen  of  North  America, 
A PL  CIO.  for  S.  50.  wtiioh  would  grant  statehood  to  Hawaii.  It  is  highly  com- 
mendable that  the  subcommittee  is  considering  tills  legislation  in  the  very  begin- 
ning of  the  Stlth  Pongross.  We  hope  that  this  speed  will  lie  maintained  and  that 
our  Nation  will  shortly  have  Hawaii  as  its  50th  State. 

We  recall  that  in  convention  after  convention  of  llrst,  the  A PL,  and  then,  the 
A PL  Pli>.  the  delegates  of  our  union  ha\e  voted,  togelher  with  representatives 
of  other  unions,  for  resolutions  calling  for  Hawaiian  statehood.  Putting  these 
resolutions  into  practice,  the  American  labor  movement,  represented  hy  officials 
of  the  API.  PIO.  have  urged  congressional  eonutilMoes  anti  iudivitiual  legls- 
Inters  to  bring  Hawaii  into  tin*  I’nion  as  a full-fledged  partner  t>f  other  States. 

The  Amalgamated  Meat  Putters  and  Htiteher  Workmen  of  North  America, 
APIj  PIO.  is  a labor  union  with  550.000  memhers  In  meat  markets,  iinckinghouscs 
and  other  food  and  allied  industries  In  every  State  of  the  Pulled  States  and  In 
Hawaii.  We  want  to  see  a strong  and  prosperous  Hawaii,  in  which  labor  fully 
shares  both  in  the  work  of  building  the  area’s  strength  and  prosperity  and  in 
receiving  the  benelits  which  come  from  such  tvononde  development.  We  pledge 
that  our  union  will  work  vigorously  to  achieve  both  l best*  goals. 

We  thinly  believe  that  Hie  economic  growth  of  Hawaii  must  he  siipi»orted  hy  the 
granting  of  statehood  to  the  Islands.  Equality  with  other  States  will  provide 
Hawaii  many  irtqiortatif  and  well-deserved  benelits.  i Jelling  its  fair  share  of 
Federal  aid  for  economic  and  social  programs,  now  provided  by  legislation,  is 
just  one  outstanding  example  of  that. 

Statehood  for  Hawaii  would  certainly  be  In  the  Interests  of  our  entire  Nation. 
In  terms  of  the  United  States  foreign  policy,  defense  efforts  and  economic  growth, 
statehood  is  not  only  desirable,  it  is  absolutely  ins  es<ary.  We  firmly  believe  the 
existing  States  of  the  United  States  would  benefit  every  bit  as  much  from 
Hawaiian  statehood  as  would  Hawaii. 

Quito  frankly,  wo  can  see  no  reason  in  the  world  why  Hawaii  should  not 
quickly  become  a State.  The  legislation  which  the  sulvommittcc  is  ivnslder- 
ing  should  have  been  on  the  statute  books  long  ago.  Hawaii  has  more  than 
earned  the  right  to  statehood.  Hy  any  lost,  whatsoever,  he  it  ctMiiomlc 
strength,  size  of  i>opulatioii,  extent  of  education  nr  others,  Ihnvnil  has  more 
reason  to  he  a State  than  some  of  our  long  existing  ones. 

On  behalf  of  the  Amalgamated  Meat  Putters  and  Huteher  Workmen  of  North 
America,  we  would  like  to  Join  in  the  testimony  previously  presented  by  our 
parent  organization,  the  AFE-CIO.  which  is  the  spokesman  for  American  labor. 
We  strongly  support  S.  50  and  we  urge  it  be  enacted  quickly  so  that  Hawaii  may 
speedily  become  our  Nation’s  50th  State. 

Very  truly  yours. 


Thomas  ,T.  I.ioyo, 

Trcuitlcn  f, 

Patrick  E.  Ookman. 

Secret  a rf/  Tn'o^urcr. 


Hi  sou  rtox  ok  tiik  Hakai  ac  Paukn  i Tkachvks’  Association 

Whereas  the  Territory  of  Hawaii  sliu*e  its  annexation  as  an  Integral  part  of 
the  United  States  in  ISOS  has  proved  itself  politically,  socially,  and  economically 
qualified  for  admittance  Into  the  sisterhood  of  States ; and 

Whereas  the  desire  of  the  people  of  the  Territory  of  Hawaii  to  achieve 
Immediate  statehood  has  boon,  anti  still  Is,  the  fervent  aspiration  of  every  resident 
of  said  Territory ; and 

Whereas  the  national  administration  and  the  democratic  and  Hopnhlioan 
Parties  of  the  United  Stall's  of  America  have  repeatedly  asserted  their  beliefs 
that  the  Territory  of  Hawaii  is  qualified  for  statehood  : and 
Whereas  this  association  and  Its  1T7  members  fool  that  statehood  could  bring 
much  Joy  to  our  menders  and  children : Now,  therefore,  be  it 
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Resolved  by  the  Hakalau  Parent-Teachers'  Association , That  the  86th  Con- 
gress of  the  United  States  of  America  be  and  Is  hereby  respectfully  requested  to 
grant  the  Territory  of  Hawaii  immediate  statehood ; and  be  It  further 
Resolvei,  That  copies  of  this  resolution  be  forwarded  to  the  Delegate  from 
Hawaii,  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  and  the  chairmen  of  the  congressional 
House  and  Senate  committees,  respectively. 


Tub  Democratic  Women’s  Forum  of  San  Francisco, 

February  XI , 1959. 

Re  Statehood  for  Hawaii. 

Hon.  James  E.  Murray, 

Senate  Office  Building,  Washington , D.C. 

My  Dear  Senator:  As  San  Francisco  Democrats  who  have  a good  deal  of 
knowledge  of  Pacific  Coast  sentiment  toward  statehood  for  Hawaii,  our  mem- 
bers strongly  support  Senate  bill  Xo.  50,  which  will  achieve  this  purpose. 

Our  observation  of  the  problems  of  the  Territory,  and  its  capacity  to  solve 
them  suceersfully  indicate  to  us  the  readiness  of  HawsII  for  admission  to  our 
Federal  Union. 

Many  of  our  members  who  have  traveled  and  studied  foreigu  affairs  ex- 
tensively, believe  that  Hawaii’s  admission  as  a State  will  be  an  Important  factor 
in  regaining  international  good  will  in  the  Pacific  Basin. 

We  earnestly  solicit  your  support  of  statehood  for  Hawaii,  for  the  mutual 
advantage  of  the  Union  and  the  Territory,  at  home  and  abroad* 

Very  truly  yours, 

Sala  Burton, 

President. 
Elsa  Strait, 

Public  Affairs  Chairman. 


Maiti  County  Committee  for  Statehood, 

Wailuku,  Maui,  TJf February  17,  1959. 

Hon.  James  E.  Murray, 

U.8.  Senate , Washington,  D.  C. 

Sir:  Attached  herewith  is  a copy  of  a resolution  adopted  February  11, 1959,  by 
the  Maui  County  Committee  for  Statehood  for  Hawaii. 

We  request  that  you  give  this  resolution  favorable  consideration  in  this  session 
of  the  Congress. 

Very  truly  yours, 


Kiyoto  Tsubaki, 

Chairman. 


Resolution  of  the  Maui  County  Committee  for  Statehood,  Wailuku, 

Maui,  T.H. 

Whereas  the  Territory  of  Hawaii  has  been  an  integral  part  of  the  United 
States  since  1898  and  hns  during  this  time  admirably  fulfilled  the  obligations  and 
responsibilities  of  statehood  but  has  been  denied  the  rights  and  privileges  of 
statehood ; and 

Whereas  the  Territory  hns  contributed  greatly  to  the  economic  and  cultural  life 
of  the  United  States : and 

Whereas  the  Territory  Is  vital  to  the  defense  of  the  United  States;  and 

Whereas  the  record  of  the  Territory  in  World  War  II  and  the  Korean  conflict 
Is  conclusive  proof  of  Hawaii’s  Americanism ; and 

Whereas  the  “Man  on  the  Street”  poll  of  the  Princeton  Research  Service 
showed  public  opinion  to  be  88  percent  in  favor  of  statehood  for  Hawaii  in  this 
session  of  the  Congress;  and 

Whereas  congressional  committees  have  found  Hawaii  ready,  willing,  and  able 
to  assume  all  the  responsibilities  and  rights  of  n State : and 

Whereas  the  President  of  the  United  States,  the  Department  of  State,  Defense, 
and  Interior  and  both  the  major  political  parties  have  endorsed  statehood  for 
Hawaii;  and 

Whereas  the  House  of  Representatives  of  the  U.S.  Congress  passed  Hawaii 
statehood  bills  in  1947, 1950, 1968,  and  the  Senate  passed  the  combined  Hawaii* 
Alaska  enabling  act  In  1954 : Now,  therefore,  be  it 
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Resolved  by  the  Maui  County  Committee  for  Statehood , That  it  endorse,  and  it 
hereby  endorses,  immediate  statehood  for  Hawaii ; and  be  it  further 
Resolved,  That  copies  of  this  resolution  be  transmitted  to  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  the  Vice  President  of  the  United  States,  the  Speaker  of  the  House 
of  Represenatives,  the  Members  of  the  Congress,  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior, 
and  the  Delegate  of  Hawaii. 


IIui  Makaala, 

Honolulu,  T.H. , February  2 4, 1959. 

Hon.  James  E.  Murray, 

Chairman , Senate  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs  Committee, 

Senate  Building,  Washington , D.C. 

Dear  Senator  Murray  : Hul  Makaala,  an  organisation  of  American  citizens  of 
Okinawan  ancestry,  is  forwarding  to  your  committee  a resolution  advocating 
statehood  for  Hawaii. 

Will  you  please  give  us  all  consideration  for  Hawaii  to  attain  statehood  so  that 
we  may  be  able  to  realize  our  lifelong  ambition  to  1)6  classified  as  first-class 
citizens. 

We  will  be  looking  forward  for  a favorable  congressional  action.  Thanking 


you. 

Yours  very  truly, 


Tokuichi  Takushi, 

Chairman,  Hui  Makaala  Committee  on  Statehood. 


Resolution  of  the  Hui  Makaala  Requesting  Statehood  for  Hawaii 

Whereas  since  its  organization  as  an  incorporated  Territory  in  1900  the 
Territory  of  Hawaii  has  been  an  integral  part  of  the  United  States  of  America; 
and 

Whereas  the  residents  of  the  Territory  of  Hawaii  have  proven  their  loyalty 
to  the  United  States  of  America  in  time  of  war  and  peace ; and 

Whereas  the  citizens  of  the  Territory  of  Hawaii  have  repeatedly  i>etitioned 
the  Congress  of  the  United  States  for  admission  of  the  Territory  of  Hawaii 
as  one  of  the  States  of  the  Union : Now,  therefore,  be  it 

Resolved  by  the  undersigned  members  of  Hui  Makaala,  an  organisation  of 
young  Americans,  That  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  of  the  Con- 
gress of  the  United  States  bo  and  are  hereby  respectfully  requested  to  grant 
statehood  to  the  Territory  of  Hawaii  in  the  year  of  our  Lord  1959;  and  be  it 
further 

Resolved,  Thut  copies  of  this  resolution  be  forwarded  to  the  Honorable  Sen- 
ator James  K.  Murray,  chairman  of  the  Senate  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs 
Committee,  and  to  the  Honorable  Representative  Wayne  N.  Aspinall,  chairman 
of  the  House  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs  Committee. 

Dated  at  Honolulu, T.H.,  January  31, 1959. 


Lahainaluna  High  School, 
lAthaina,  Maui,  T.H. , February  8, 1959. 

Hon.  James  E.  Murray, 

Senate  Office  Building,  Washington ■,  D.C. 

My  Dfar  Senator  Murray:  As  a member  of  the  Lahalnaluna  Chapter  of 
the  National  Honor  Society,  I feel  strongly  that  Hawaii  is  entitled  to  statehood. 
I urge  that  you  give  us  full  support  In  this  congressional  session. 

My  reasons  for  believing  that  Hawaii  is  entitled  to  statehood  are  those  given 
by  our  honorable  Gov.  William  F.  Quinn  at  the  Governors’  luncheon  climaxing 
the  Pacific  Festival  as  follows : 

1.  We  suffer  the  deprivation  of  the  full  rights  of  American  citizens. 

2.  The  understanding  among  our  various  racial  groups  has  equipped  Hawaii 
to  make  an  important  contribution  to  the  development  of  closer  and  friendlier 
relations  among  the  countries  of  the  Pacific  world. 

(o)  Foreign  students  completing  an  orientation  course  at  the  University 
of  Hawaii  feel  at  home  because  they  find  some  of  the  foods,  customs, 
sights,  and  sounds  to  which  they  are  accustomed. 

(b)  Our  technicians  who  bear  the  evidence  of  their  ancestry  on  their 
faces  are  more  readily  accepted  in  the  countries  of  Asia. 
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(o)  Oup  people-to-people  program  is  another  example  of  our  leadership 
in  the  field  of  East-West  relation.  An  example  of  such  is  the  Schools  for 
Laos  program  being  conducted  in  Hawaii. 

3.  According  to  many  Asians  and  astute  American  observers  who  have  returned 
from  Asia,  we  are  painted  as  a nation  of  racists  who  are  dedicated  to  a theory 
of  white  superiority. 

4.  We  are  almost  000,000  American  citizens  who  have  met  all  the  obligations 
of  American  citizenship  in  peace  and  war. 

(а)  Boys  from  Hawaii  fighting  with  the  442d  Kegimental  Combat  Team 
in  World  War  II  suffered  a very  high  degree  of  casualties  and  emerged 
as  the  most  highly  decorated  unit  for  bravery  in  the  history  of  the  American 
Army. 

(б)  Our  casualties  in  the  Korean  war  were  four  times  the  national 
average. 

5.  Our  billion  and  a third  gross  product  supports  us  with  a per  capita  income 
better  than  half  the  States  and  a total  income  higher  than  seven  States. 

6.  We  have  the  best  public  health  record  in  the  world,  a very  high  degree 
of  literacy  ancl  an  amazing  political  participation. 

7.  The  workers  in  the  sugar  and  pineapple  industries  are  the  highest  paid 
year-round  agricultural  workers  in  the  world. 

S.  We  have  paid  some  $2  billion  in  taxes  iuto  the  Federal  Treasury. 

1).  We  have  been  working  hard  and  long  for  statehood. 

10.  The  people  of  Hawaii  overwhelmingly  want  statehood. 

Respectfully  yours, 

David  Javier. 

(Committee  Note. — During  the  recess  between  the  85th  ancl  86th 
Congresses,  two  members  of  the  committee,  Senators  Carroll  ancl 
Church,  visited  the  Territory  of  Hawaii  on  behalf  of  the  committee. 
They  were  joined  by  a group  from  the  House  Interior  Committee,  led 
by  Congressman  Leo  O’Brien.  Newspaper  accounts  of  the  findings 
and  views  of  the  Senators  and  Congressmen  as  published  in  the 
Hawaiian  press  are  set  forth  below :) 

[From  the  Honolulu  Star-Bulletin,  Nov.  25,  1958] 

O’Brien,  ILWU  To  Hold  Chat 
(By  A1  Goodfader) 

Representative  Leo  O’Brien,  Democrat,  of  New  York,  will  chat  with  ILWU 
chieftains  today  as  part  of  an  informed  congressional  study  of  Hawaii’s  desire 
and  fitness  for  statehood. 

He,  two  other  members  of  the  House  Interior  Committee  and  two  members  of 
the  Senate  Interior  Committee,  arrived  yesterday  to  begin  a 2-week  fact-finding 
tour  of  the  islands. 

Part  of  the  group  attended  a military  briefing  yesterday. 

O’Brien  is  scheduled  to  meet  the  ILWU's  executive  committee  at  9 :30  a.m,  at 
ILWU  headquarters. 

“If  they’re  controversial  I think  we  should  take  a look  at  them,”  O’Brien  said* 
Statehood  debate  has  included  discussions  of  the  extent  of  possible  ILWU  control 
over  political  destinies  here, 

“I  want  to  meet  these  people,  size  them  up,”  O’Brien  said.  “I  imagine  it  will 
be  very  formal  * * * there  will  be  no  inquisition.” 

He  didn’t  know  last  night  if  any  of  his  colleagues  would  attend  the  meeting. 
O’Brien  wants  to  learn  of  the  ILWU’s  organizational  structure.  He  also  wants 
to  know : “Do  the  labor  leaders  actually  deliver  the  vote?” 

The  discussion  will  be  part  of  a series  of  talks  with  people  in  various  walks  of 
island  life,  O’Brien  said. 

Yesterday  Congressmen  attended  a briefing  at  the  headquarters  of  Adm.  Harry 
D.  Felt,  Pacific  commander  in  chief. 

“I  got  the  impression  that  our  posture  In  the  Pacific  would  be  increased  if  we 
welcomed  Hawaii  in  as  a State — that  to  turn  Hawaii  down  might  hurt  our  posture 
with  some  of  the  people  who  are  our  friends  and  allies,”  O’Brien  said.  He  plans 
to  ask  some  of  the  top  military  brass  here  to  testify  on  that  point  at  congressional 
statehood  hearings  in  January. 


K>hiC 


STATEHOOD  FOR  HAWAII 


121 


Here  with  O’Brien  are  Representatives  B.  F.  Sisk,  Democrat,  of  California, 
and  E.  Y.  Berry,  Republican,  of  South  Dakota,  and  Senators  Frank  Church,. 
Democrat,  of  Idaho,  and  John  A.  Carroll,  Democrat,  of  Colorado.  They  are 
accompanied  by  their  wives. 

They  are  here  at  the  invitation  of  Delegate  Burns  in  preparation  for  a drive  to 
make  Hawaii  a State  next  year.  Groups  wishing  to  meet  with  the  legislators  can 
reach  them  through  the  Delegate’s  office. 

Burns  and  the  mainland  visitors  will  discuss  an  outline  of  the  study  today. 
The  group  intends  to  visit  all  the  islands. 

O’Brien  will  speak  at  Chaminade  College  during  his  stay.  The  date  has  not 
been  set. 

The  group  will  attend  a Democratic  Party  victory  dinner  tomorrow  night  at  6 
p.m.  in  the  Princess  Kaiulani  Hotel. 


[From  the  Honolulu  Star-Bulletin,  Nov.  25,  1958] 

Congressmen  Meet  With  ILWU  Officials 

Six  visiting  Congressmen  investigating  Communist  influence  in  the  islands  met 
informally  this  morning  with  the  ILWU  executive  board  at  ILWU  headquarters 
on  Atkinson  Drive. 

Accompanied  by  Delegate  Burns,  the  delegation  was  greeted  by  Jack  Hall, 
regional  director  of  the  labor  union. 

After  tbe  hour-long  session,  Senator  John  A.  Carroll,  Colorado  Democrat,  said, 
“These  people  have  far  more  democratic  representation  in  their  trade  union  move- 
ment than  in  many  areas  on  the  mainland.’’ 

Carroll  said  he  felt  “all  members  of  the  congressional  delegation  were  convinced 
that  tbe  leaders  of  tbe  union  were  activated  by  the  highest  purpose  of  the  trade 
union  movement,*’ 

The  Senator  said,  “This  Communist  domination,  as  I’ve  said  before,  is  a phony 
issue.” 

Seven  members  of  the  delegation  said  they  were  impressed  with  the  results  of 
the  session. 

The  press  was  barred  from  the  informal  meeting  at  the  suggestion  of  Represent- 
ative Leo  W.  O’Brien,  New  York  Democrat  and  chairman  of  the  House  Territories 
Subcommittee,  who  said  he  wanted  to  make  the  meeting  as  informal  as  possible. 

Earlier,  Burns  accused  local  newspapers  of  not  giving  Congressmen  a break 
by  assigning  reporters  to  stay  with  them  during  their  2-week  tour  of  the  islands. 

Burns  suggested  that  the  close  press  coverage  was  hampering  attempts  at 
informality. 

The  delegation  met  Antonio  Rania,  president  of  local  142,  and  other  union 
officials  before  joining  the  20-member  executive  board. 

The  board  was  holding  its  quarterly  meeting  and  ordered  a coffee  break  when 
the  Congressmen  arrived. 

Members  of  the  delegation,  in  addition  to  O’Brien,  were  Senators  Frank  Church 
of  Idaho  and  John  A.  Carroll  of  Colorado,  and  Representatives  B.  F.  Sisk  of 
California,  E.  Y.  Berry  of  South  Dakota,  and  John  J.  Rhodes  of  Arizona. 

Statehood  for  Hawaii  got  a boost  from  high-ranking  naval  officers  at  a special 
briefing  for  Congressmen  and  delegates  to  the  Western  Regional  Governors’  Con- 
ference held  Monday  noon  at  the  headquarters  of  Adm.  Harry  D.  Felt,  Pacific 
commander  in  chief. 

Representative  Berry  said  the  consensus  of  officers  who  conducted  the  briefing 
was  that  favorable  action  on  statehood  would  help  the  United  States  diplomati- 
cally in  the  Far  East. 

He  said  most  of  the  briefing  was  devoted  to  an  explanation  of  the  Pacific 
defense  perimeter  and  this  country’s  Formosa  policy. 

Last  night  the  Congressmen  attended  a luau  at  the  Willows  as  guests  of  the 
Western  Regional  Governors’  Conference.  The  affair  was  staged  by  the  Honolulu 
Chamber  of  Commerce. 

Delegate  Burns,  who  has  been  helping  members  of  the  delegation  plan  an 
itinerary,  said  he  hopes  to  leave  Thursday  to  return  to  Washington  to  launch  the 
statehood  drive. 

The  Congressmen  are  planning  a grassroots  factfinding  tour  of  the  Islands  and 
are  expected  to  remain  on  Oahu  for  the  remainder  of  this  w’eek  before  they  visit 
the  neighbor  islands. 
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IKrora  tba  Honolulu  Aiviftlwr.  Nov.  US,  U>£8) 

Paatas  Union  Serve— U.8.  OoNuaitHawnN  Sown  UiWU  Rico  Aujcoation® 
(By  Al  Goodteder) 

Congressmen  on  it  statehood  factfinding  tour  hero  cmna  out  of  h meeting  with 
llAYIt  leaders  yesterday  with  praise  of  tho  IIAVU  organisational  net  up  and 
acorn  for  charges  tlio  union  1*  Communist  dominated. 

Representative  I<eo  (YHvlen,  Democrat,  of  New  York,  and  Senator  John  A. 
Carroll,  Democrat.  of  Colorado,  spokesmen  for  the  group,  anlri  tho  ILWU's  posi- 
tion In  Territorial  society  la  no  different  from  that  of  unions  on  Ihe  mainland. 

They  were  among  two  Sena  torn  and  four  Representatives  who  had  an  hour 
and  a half  chat  with  Jack  Halt.  IIAVU  regional  director;  Antonio  Rnnla,  IIAVU 
local  142  president,  amt  the  union's  executive  hoard. 

Congressmen  harred  reporters  they  said,  ho  they  could  get  direct  answer 8 to 
their  Quest  Iona  Instead  of  "speeches"  aimed  «t  public  consumption.  They  plan 
to  follow  the  same  practice  throughout  their  stay  here. 

After  the  talk  of  UAVU  headquarters  Oilrlen  said  that : 

“Any  Senator  or  Representative  that  sat  In  there  this  morning  can  mnko 
mincemeat  of  the  assertion  that  If  Uawatl  came  In  the  Union  them  would  bo  two 
Soviet  agents  (In  Gongroas].’’ 

And  Carroll  called  charts  that  tho  union  was  ComnmnfHt  dominated  hero 
♦'all  hogwash  " 

Oilrlen  said  union  otllclnla  offered  to  take  oath  again  that  they  ure  not  Commu- 
nist* and  have  not  been  during  the  last  0 yeara.  O'Brien  and  Carroll  aald  they 
were  told  by  union  official!  that  anyone  auapected  of  Commuulat  leanings  would 
be  "snowed  under"  In  a union  election. 

And  the  two  Congreaamen  praised  the  union  leadership  and  organ laatlonal 
aetup. 

They  aald:  "Membership  control  of  the  union  In  equal  to  or  superior  to  that 
(of  unions]  on  the  imdulanri." 

According  to  Carroll,  tho  visiting  Congressmen  believe  that:  "This  movement 
(the  IIAVU]  l«  no  different  from  any  such  movement  on  the  mainland  and  cer- 
tainly the  officers  are  of  higher  caliber  than  some  on  tho  mainland." 

O'Brien  said  union  officials  “conceded"  that  they  have  a strong  hold  over  tho 
Territory's  economy.  But,  he  added,  union  officials  pledged  that  this  power 
"would  never  he  used  for  subversive  purposes  (but]  only  to  advocate  the  cause  of 
labor  and  theecouoiuy  of  the  Islands." 

Ho  and  Carroll  cited  union  acceptances  of  long-term  contracts  as  examples  of 
union  good  faith  on  this  point. 

O'Brien  said  he  was  "very  Impressed"  with  the  part  membership  elections  play 
In  determining  ILWU  policy. 

Others  who  sipped  coffee  and  Invited  ILWU  leaders  to  let  down  their  hair  wero 
Senator  Frank  Church,  Democrat,  of  Idaho,  and  Representatives  B.  F.  Sisk, 
Democrat,  of  California,  B.  Y.  Berry,  Republican,  of  South  Dakota,  and  John  J. 
Rhodes,  Republican,  of  Arisona. 

All  are  members  of  the  Senate  or  House  Interior  Committees.  All  but  Rhodes 
came  here  on  a 2-week  factfinding  tour  designed  to  strengthen  arguments  for 
Hawaiian  statehood.  Rhodes  joined  the  group  after  coming  here  privately. 

. O'Brien,  a prime  mover  In  attempts  to  get  statehood  for  Hawaii,  said  charges 
of  Communist  domination  here  were  "the  only  Issue"  In  congressional  debate  on 
statehood.  But,  he  said,  the  charges  are  a smokescreen  for  other  private  Issues. 

Yesterday  evening,  several  of  the  Cong reasmen  were  guests  at  a reception  given 
by  Delegate  Bums  at  the  home  of  Territorial  Senator  Dan  K.  Inouye. 

At  B p.m.  today,  the  group  will  attend  a Democratic  Party  victory  dinner  at  the 
Princess  Kalulanl  Hotel.  Burns  will  be  speaker. 

Burns,  who  Invited  the  group  to  make  its  informal  investigation  here,  leaves 
tomorrow  for  Washington.  The  group  plans  to  visit  all  the  islands  before  leaving 
December  a 

Tentative  plana  call  for  a meeting  with  the  statehood  commission  at  noon 
Friday. 
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I Prom  tho  IhMinhiln  Slur  !t«i ||«* I iti.  Nuv.  -0,  I0’»S  j 
Uijih  in  1I.WII  last  »:  Ni» i*  Hi  i.utn  10  Si.unioou,  Sin.woii  I'm  tu  n S.\^  s 
i I ty  Jack  Toohan) 

Senator  Frank  (’tiinvh,  Idaho  Houiorrat  mut  ini'iial >«  r of  tlm  Senate  Markets 
FomiidMoe,  today  dlseoiuilod  reports  of  (VmmuuiM  hiiluouro  in  the  IIAVP  as 
an  argument  against  statehood  of  Hawaii. 

t'huivli.  lu'iu'  with  a live  member  delegation  from  the  Semite  mid  House 
Interior  ami  Insular  Affairs  t'ommil toes,  said,  “These  problems  are  not  al  alt 
related  lo  Mie  quest  Ion  of  statehood." 

Olio  of  six  i ‘ougressmou  who  mot  with  ll<\vr  leaders  yesterday,  Fhmvh  said : 

*•  I have  never  been  a partisan  of  Marry  Bridges  (IIAVP  president ) hut  my 
rxporioneo  as  a member  of  Hit*  Mel'Uilan  (raekels)  oommitioo  has  oouvIiioihI 
mo  that  llio  auswors  to  what  hail  praethos  ovist  in  tho  labor  movement  oaii  ho 
found  in  approprlato  lahor  roform  legislation." 

'IMio  youthful  Souator  salit  lahor  roform  legislation  Is  a first  onlor  of  husitioss 
w 'hoit  Congress  oonvonos  In  January. 

“I  think  it  will  hot  tor  assure  Inmost  bookkeeping  ami  union  iloimuraiy  ami 
will  pul  an  oml  to  gangsterism  and  other  ills  in  t lit*  union  movement,"  ho  said. 

“Whatever  tho  problem  may  ho  in  Hawaii,  it  ought  not  lo  ho  usod  as  a ruso 
against  statehood,"  t'hmvli  eoiieludt'd. 

timroli  said  .lark  W.  llatl,  regional  dlrootor  of  tho  IIAVI1,  told  tho  rongres* 
slomil  delegation  yesterday  that  tho  union's  loadors  were  propaml  to  lostify 
uudor  oath,  and  had  so  puhIU  ly  declared,  that  tlioy  have*  not  boon  mom  hors  of 
tho  I’ommuidsi  Parly  for  tho  past  ft  yours. 

Tho  Souator  said  Hall  oonoodod  suoti  liilluouoo  had  onoo  hii'ii  a faotor  in  tho 
union  hid  ooiiloudoit  It  had  illod  out  In  rooout  yours. 

Hall  roforrod  to  yesterday's  sossiou  as  a frlondly  discussion  and  said  tho 
union  f rooty  answered  all  questions. 

Tho  delegation  was  luiprossod  hy  tho  faot  that  tho  II.WP  has  hail  tin  lulonml 
scandals  and  (tint  Us  hooks  nro  open  to  raukandllle  members  and  audited  hy 
an  ontshlo  llrm. 

Itoprosoiilativo  l.oo  \V.  O'Hrien,  Now  York  Democrat  mid  ohtdruian  of  tho 
llouso  Territories  Suhoommlt too,  said  tho  IMVl'  “Is  obviously  tongli-lmnded" 
hut  appavoutly  uudor  tho  oontrol  of  tho  mrmhorshlp. 

Uoprosontatlvo  F.  Y.  Horry  of  Smith  Dakota,  tho  only  Hepnbllcan  in  tho 
delegation,  agreed  with  O’Uiien  'if  tlioy  otmrate  in  praolloo  as  Indicated." 

llorry  said  ho  wants  to  know'  moro  about  tho  union's  ballot  ('minting  pro* 
ooduros. 

Hall  voporlodiy  told  Iho  Congressmen  that  any  oaudldato  for  puhllo  ottioo  in 
tho  Islands  known  to  ho  otosoly  alllllatod  with  tho  Communist  Party  on  a ourront 
basis  would  ho  “hoaton  to  death’’ at  tho  polls. 

trillion  rallod  olalnis  of  a tYunmuulsl  nionm-o  in  tho  Islands  “a  smokosoroon 
for  racism  and  olhor  Issues"  hut  said  later,  “\Yo  ootihl  ho  wrong." 

Tho  New  York  legislator  noted,  however,  that  no  olio  poison  has  ipilotly 
approaohod  tho  dologatlou  to  provldo  Information  on  rouimunlsi  iulluonro  horo 
since  tlioy  arrived. 

iiio  t'ongrossmon  and  thiir  wives  woro  gnosis  at  a oocktail  |»avt  hold  last 
night  at  Iho  homo  of  Sonator-oloot  and  Mrs.  Daniel  K.  luouyo,  IUS7  Kohdialu 
Drive.  Thoy  tutor  altondod  a Stato  dlnuor  hold  for  dologatos  to  tho  Western 
Hoglonal  Movernors’  Conference,  at  tho  Hoyal  Hawaiian  Holol, 

Tho  dologatlou  was  lo  nnvl  with  various  Individuals  in  tho  roimuuuUy  today 
and  Is  slatod  to  takoa  holiday  tomorrow,  Thanksgiving  Hay. 

Souator  timivh  will  tour  Air  Force  Installations  today. 

Delegation  momhors  havo  boon  invited  to  attond  a vlotory  party  for  Delegate 
Hums  tonight  at  Iho  Prltiooss  Kaiulaul  llotol.  Tlmy  will  lunch  with  Iho  stale* 
hood  commission  Friday. 


| From  tho  Honolulu  Advertiser,  Nov.  20.  10!\S| 

C'ow.urMSM  Disi tknko  -Conuuusk  Hitoro  Mitts  FHl,  Mm  Fivk  Simkksmv.n 

Vlslilng  (Vngressmen  met  representatives  of  the  Hlg  Five  and  the  FHl  yester- 
day In  their  Informal  study  of  Hawaii's  Illness  fur  statehood. 

Hepresentntlve  l^eo  O'Brien,  IVmoerat,  New  York,  a spokesman  fwr  J hi) .group, 
said  “a  majority"  of  Iho  Hlg  Five  representatives  favored  sintel^Ml- ■ n 
.S7007  MV  — 0 
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llo  kept  a promise  to  the  Fill  that  the  information  ho  received  would  l>o 
confidential. 

lint  ho  added,  “communism  and  ijersona  11  ties'1  were  discussed. 

“After  Kelt  in#  all  the  facts,  l still  favor  statehood, " O’Brien  said. 

The  group  meets  with  the  Honolulu  Chamber  of  Commerce  Monday  noon. 
After  that,  t lie  group  will  visit  the  University  of  Hawaii. 

On  Tuesday,  Congressmen  will  visit  Island  schools. 

They  leave  at  10:15  a.m.  Wednesday  for  Kauai.  They  will  go  to  Maui  on 
Thursday  and  Hawaii  on  Friday,  returning  here  Saturday. 

The  group  returns  home  on  the  Mntsouiu  Monday. 

“We  will  have  talked  to  everybody — gotten  as  complete  a cross  section  as  we 
can  get,”  O'Brien  said. 


| From  tin*  Honolulu  Sfnr-IUilMln.  Nov.  20.  lifts] 

Advice  Fuom  Carroi  i.-  1>on*t  Lkt  Peak  of  Bros  Confuse  Statkiiood  Issue 

Senator  John  Carroll,  Colorado  Democrat  here  to  research  isle  statehood,  today 
released  the  .following  statement,  aimed  at  “clearing  up  certain  misunderstand- 
ings" about  remarks  he  made  earlier  this  week,  after  a conference  with  I.L.W.U. 
officials: 

“I  am  not  in  Hawaii  for  the  pun>ose  of  placing  the  stamp  of  approval  on  any 
group — political,  social  or  economic — existing  in  Hie  islands,  including  tabor 
organizations. 

“I  want  the  Issue  to  ho  crystal  clear. 

“Communism  ought  to  ho  resisted  with  every  intelligent,  democratic  force 
at  our  command.  But  by  the  same  token,  in  our  continuing  tight  against  Com- 
munist Influence — direct  or  indirect — we  must  not  let  ourselves  he  sidetracked 
from  the  main  issue. 

“main  issue 

“The  major  and  <*01111*01  issue  Is:  Are  the  patriotic  American  citizens  of  Ha- 
waii entitled  to  become  an  integral  part  of  the  union  of  States  which  forms  the 
United  States  of  America? 

“Communism  Is  n germ  in  the  body  politic  which  can  only  grow  when  healthy, 
democratic  processes  become  sick. 

“To  Ik*  deluded  by  the  mere  spectre  of  communism  to  the  point  It  freezes  us 
into  inaction  in  behalf  of  democracy  Is  a serious  mistake. 

“I  have  enough  faith  in  the  people  of  Hawaii  to  believe  they  can  meet  and 
defeat  whatever  Communist  influence  they  may  encounter. 

“The  Communist  argument  against  statehood  is  all  too  often  advanced  by  peo- 
ple who  are  not  for  statehood  tu  the  first  place— the  frightened  people. 

“I  am  convinced  that  if  the  people  of  Hawaii  believed  a man  was  serving  the 
Communist  cause,  he  would  he  pan  - a dead  pigeon  in  this  fine,  American 
comm  unity. 

“'PHONY*  ISSUE 

“When  I say  the  Communist  argument  is  n 'phony  Issue,*  I mean  that  it  is 
phoney  only  insofar  as  It  it  Is  used  as  a eiuli  with  which  to  heat  down  statehood. 

“I  am  not  trying  to  whitewash  any  group. 

“I  am  saying  only  that  it  is  not,  in  any  sense,  rein  toil  to  the  central  Issue  of 
self-determination  for  a groat  group  of  Americans— the  people  of  Hawaii — who 
are  entitled  to  full  citizenship  in  the  United  States.’* 


(From  the  Honolulu  Star-Bulletin,  Nov.  29,  1938] 

Statehood  Defeat  Woiu.ii  Hurt  United  States,  Church  Says 

Senator  Frank  Church,  Idaho  Democrat,  told  the  Hawaii  Statehood  Commis- 
sion, Territorial  lawmakers,  and  Honolulu  businessmen  yesterday  that  failure 
by  Congress  to  grunt  Isle  statehood  would  Ik*  n serious  blow  to  U.S.  prestige  In 
the  world  at  large. 

Speaking  to  a Statehood  Commission-sponsored  luncheon  In  the  Princess  Knl- 
ulanl  Hotel,  the  Impassioned  yonng  8eimtor  Church  said : 

“It  sometimes  escapes  ns,  but  it  onght  not  to;  If  there  Is  one  great  single  thing 
happening  tn  the  world  today,  it  is  the  way  large  empires  are  breaking  up,  like 
so  many  Icebergs  In  the  spring. 
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“The  key  to  the  success  of  the  Tidied  States  is  that  we  have  never  Imilt  nn 
empire.  Itathcr.  wo  have*  luiill  n nation. 

“Stntelu>od  bus  boon  the  cement  with  wbioli  wo  lnivo  put  that  nation  together. 

“Hawaii  is  llu*  Iasi  of  I ho  incorporated  Territories.  If  wo  give  statehood  to 
Hawaii,  wo  will  buvo  completed  tbo  Aiuorioau  Fuion. 

“If  wo  fail,  (bo  only  roasnn  which  will  bo  romarkotl  on  In  tbo  world  at  large 
will  bo  tbo  racial  composition  of  tbo  islands. 

“This  would  bo  a grievous  blow  to  democracy  at  largo,  and  to  the  stature  of 
the  I'nitod  Statos  in  tbo  eyes  of  other  nations." 

six  m i:\tnnis 

Church  was  one  of  six  Members  of  Congress  invited  to  tbo  luncheon. 

Another,  Colorado's  Senator  John  Carroll,  predicted  daily  that  then' will  boa 
filibuster  by  Southern  Pctnocrals  on  tbo  issue  of  statehood  in  the  next  Senate. 

Carroll  said  that,  in  light  of  an  oxiieeted  Senate  light  over  rule  XXII.  tbo 
filibuster  rule,  “it  may  bo  some  time  before  the  Pomoemtio  Colley  Committee 
moves  forward  on  Hawaii  statehood"  in  the  Silt li  Congress. 

CONTR1IU  rtox 

Herrin  l*.  Thurston,  Statehood  Commission  chairman,  told  the  visitors  he 
thinks  it  is  high  time  the  issue  of  statehood  was  discussed  on  the  basis  of  what 
Hawaii  will  contribute  to  the  Tinted  States,  not  what  the  islands  will  gain  by 
admission  to  the  Tnion. 

Answered  Congressman  T.ee  O'Hrien,  Xew  York  Pemoerat.  “You're  right. 
Our  success  in  making  Alaska  a Stale  was  due  primarily  to  the  fact  that  we 
hanvd  on  what  Alaska  would  contribute  to  the  country  ns  a State." 


[From  the  Honolulu  Star- bulletin,  Nov.  *JH,  I MSI 
(Ylhurx  Taiks  With  Fill;  Pisrorvis  Hi  n Mkn.uk 

After  a IMiotir  meeting  with  F.1U.  agents  here  yesterday.  Representative  Too 
W.  O'Hrien.  New  York  Pemoerat,  said.  “I  still  don’t  find  then*  is  a great  Com- 
munist menace  in  Hawaii." 

Senator  Frank  Church.  Idaho  Pemoerat.  met  with  sugar  and  pineapple  indus- 
try representatives  yesterday  and  said  be  found  no  optmsithm  to  statehood. 

Church  said  lie  felt  that  the  representatives  regarded  I be  1.1, AWT.  as  “a  tough 
union  but  also  a clean  one." 

O'Hrien,  chairman  of  the  House  Territories  Subcommittee,  said  bis  views  were 
not  necessarily  those  of  the  F.H.I.  but  reflected  bis  own  opinion  after  a factual 
rundown  in  a question  and  answer  session. 

Although  there  me  some  Communists  in  the  Islands  and  some  former  Com- 
munists who  hold  important  positions,  O’Hrien  said,  “My  position  on  statehood 
has  not  changed." 

no  position 

He  said  the  F.H.I.  agents  were  not  asked  for  recommendations  and  took  no 
position  for  or  against  statehood. 

O’Hrien  was  accompanied  by  Senator  John  Carroll.  Colorodo  Pemoerat. 

At  the  Statehood  Commission  luncheon  held  earlier  yesterday.  O’Hrien  said 
he  was  impressed  by  the  argument  that  Hawaii  lias  something  to  give  in  exchange 
for  statehood  status  a vast  knowledge  of  the  Hacitle  area  and  its  people. 

O'Hrien  said  that  in  the  long  run  this  knowledge  may  prove  to  be  of  greater 
importance  than  Alaska’s  rich  natural  resources. 

The  Congressman  said  he  has  received  an  invitation  from  the  Hawaii  Host- 
dents  Association  ( limm)  to  visit  its  headquarters  ami  will  do  so  either  today  or 
Monday. 

IN  KKOORDS 

Hut  he  said  most  of  (lie  Information  which  Tmua  has  to  offer  is  already  in  the 
records  and  on  file  in  Washington. 

‘Tin  Interested  in  what  the  situation  Is  now— -not  what  It  was."  he  said. 

O’Hrien  said  he  will  visit  the  Cniverslty  of  Hawaii.  Fmmhou  and  several 
public  schools  next  Monday  and  Tuesday,  including  Kailua  High  School. 
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Members  of  P o congressional  delegation  will  leave  for  Kauai  Wednesday 
morning  and  will  visit  Maui  Thursday  and  Hawaii  Friday  and  Salurndy,  return- 
ing to  Honolulu  late  Saturday. 

Senator  Church  planned  to  leave  the  Islands  Monday  hut  said  last  night  he  Is 
trying  to  extend  his  stay  for  a few  days. 


[From  the  Honolulu  Star-Bulletin,  Dec.  2.  19SS] 

Congressmen  Visit  University  of  Hawaii  in  Loyalty  Quiz 
(By  Jack  Teehau) 

Four  visiting  Congressmen  bounced  some  tough  questions  off  the  walls  In  the 
(hi! versify  of  Hawaii  administration  building  yesterday  but  left  the  campus 
intact. 

The  men  from  Washington  came  to  separate  rumors  from  facts  and  got  what 
they  wanted. 

The  foursome,  Senator  Frank  Church  and  Representatives  Leo  W.  O'Brien, 
It.  F.  Sisk,  and  H.  Y.  lterry.  have  been  in  the  islands  more  than  a week  to 
satisfy  themselves  that  Hawaii  is  ready  for  statehood. 

Hr.  Laureate  II.  Snyder,  the  university  president,  and  Dr.  Willard  Wilson, 
the  provost,  rounded  up  a cross-section  of  the  faculty  for  an  informal  chat. 

Representative  O’Brien  was  lirst  to  take  the  plunge. 

What  about  the  loyalty  and  patriotism  of  the  students?  How  would  they 
compare,  for  example,  with  Cornell  students? 

Dr.  Wilson  recalled  the  opinion  of  a visiting  Carnegie  professor  who  found 
University  of  Hawaii  students  more  actively  patriotic  than  their  mainland 
countenm-ts. 

Dr.  Wilson  supposed  it  was  a holdover  from  World  War  II  when  the  loyalty 
of  orientals  had  been  questioned. 

Wilson  said  he  doubted  if  Cornell  students  gave  much  thought  to  patriotism. 

What  about  communism  on  the  campus? 

Both  Dr.  Wilson  and  President  Snyder  said  they  felt  it  was  much  less  in 
evidence  than  in  the  average  university,  particularly  when  compared  with  east- 
ern schools. 

Representative  Sisk  wanted  to  know  if  it  is  true  that  !>7  percent  of  the  stu- 
dent body  are  orientals. 

It  is  not  true.  Dr.  Snyder  said.  Only  about  half  the  students  are  of  oriental 
lineage.  “And  every  one  is  an  American  citizen,"  he  added. 

TO  MAINLAND 

Why  do  so  many  island  youngsters  go  to  the  main1  ind  for  an  education? 

Children  of  prominent  business  leaders.  Dr.  Snyder  pointed  out,  usually  go  to 
schools  which  the  parents  attended— an  old  mainland  custom. 

Donald  O.  McGuire,  an  associate  professor,  said  about  half  the  youngsters  who 
go  to  the  mainland  for  an  education  are  children  of  oriental  parents. 

President  Snyder  interjected  that  he  would  never  have  accepted  the  presidency 
“if  I had  the  slightest  question  about  the  university." 

How  about  the  caliber  of  students  turned  out  by  Hawaii’s  secondary  school 
system  ? 

Snyder  suite!  the  Department  of  Public  Instruction  “turns  out  as  fine  a grade 
of  student  as  any  I’ve  seen." 

COST 

Dr.  Wilson  said  the  university’s  eost  per  student  is  lower  by  far  than  land- 
grant  schools  in  any  of  the  Western  States,  partly  because  there  is  no  high-cost, 
professional  school,  such  as  law,  medicine,  or  dentistry. 

Higher  salaries  are  needed,  he  said,  to  attract  middle  and  upper  echelon 
associate  and  full  professors,  while  beginners  are  adequately  paid. 

The  Congressmen  appeared  satisfied. 

LUNCHEON 

Earlier  in  the  day  they  lunched  with  the  Honolulu  Chamber  of  Commerce  at 
the  Alexander  Young  Hotel  and  won  a standing  ovation  as  they  departed. 
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At  that  meeting  O'Brien  said  “Hawaii's  melting  l« »i  population  is  a greater 
success  than  in  my  own  State  (New  York)." 

O'Brien  said.  “If  the  charge  insists  that  Hawaii  is  dominated  by  Commu- 
nists, l shall  say  that  either  we  are  the  greatest  fools  in  history  or  that  we  are 
participating  inn  gigantic  conspiracy." 

The  congressional  delegation  was  to  attend  a luncheon  given  by  Coventor  and 
Mrs.  Quinn  this  noon  at  the  ( lover i tor's  Washington  Place  residence. 


(From  the  Honolulu  Advertiser,  Dec.  3,  1 90S] 

Phillips  Agrees  : Hawaii  as  50th  State  Coped  Curb  Communists 
(By  Al  Good  fader) 

Dr.  Lyle  G.  Phillips,  past  president  of  the  Hawaii  Resident’s  Association 
(Iimm),  agreed  yesterday  Unit  a State  of  Hawaii  could  handle  Communist 
activities  within  its  borders. 

He  and  Representative  Leo  O'Brien,  Democrat,  of  Xew  York,  came  to  that 
conclusion  after  2-hour  meeting  between  live  congressmen  who  are  analyzing 
Hawaii's  case  for  statehood,  and  Imua  olfielals.  Phillips  said,  however,  the  State 
of  Hawaii  would  need  “the  help  of  Congress’*  in  the  form  of  legislation  to  curb 
Communist  activities. 

Imua  presented  its  charges  that  Communist  activities  are  a peril  in  the 
Islands.  But,  the  congressmen  came  away  from  the  meeting  still  convinced 
that  Hawaii  should  he  a State  and  that  it  fa  cent  no  greater  threat  from  com- 
munism than  mainland  areas. 

O’Brien  summed  up  his  attitude  this  way : 

“I  think  the  Communist  apparatus  in  Hawaii  has  been  crippled.  It  has  been 
pushed  into  a position  where  there  is  no  greater  risk  with  statehood  than 
there  would  be  in  continued  territorial  status.” 

Two  other  members  of  the  groups.  Representatives  B.  F,  Sisk,  Democrat,  of 
California,  and  E.  Y.  Berry,  Republican,  of  South  Dakota,  visited  Chairman 
William  B.  Stephenson  of  the  Territorial  Commission  oil  Subversive  Activities. 

Sisk  said  afterward : 

“We  got  the  most  complete  picture  of  Communist  power  and  influence  in  the 
Islands  that  we  have  heretofore  received.  Tills  (the  report  on  communism) 
indicated  to  mo  that  it  represents  no  more  of  a threat  than  in  any  State  of  the 
Union  and  can  he  handled  here  as  on  the  mainland.” 

Senator  Frank  Church,  Democrat,  of  Idaho,  a fourth  member  of  the  group, 
told  four  residents  here  who  pro|H>se  Commonwealth  status  for  Hawaii  that 
Congress  would  never  accept  the  idea.  Church  met  the  Commonwealth  backers 
in  private.  They  were  not  identified  by  name. 

“They  are  asking  for  a free  ride  and  I don’t  think  Congress  would  approve,” 
Church  said.  “The  commonwealth  proposal  would  have  Congress  free  the  Islands 
from  Federal  taxes  to  attract  industries  here.” 

Imua  olhcials  told  the  congressmen  that  reports  of  Communist  activities  here 
should  not  be  “swept  under  the  rug.” 

They  said  reports  of  House  and  Senate  committee  investigations,  court  trials 
nnd  Subversive  Activities  Commission  hearings  showed  that  Hawaii  is  in  peril 
from  local  Communist  activity. 

They  said  the  cause  of  statehood  would  he  better  served  by  tolling  of  efforts  to 
fight  communism  here,  rather  than  by  ignoring  Its  existence. 

The  Imua  official  cited  the  report  of  the  Senate  Internal  Security  Subcom- 
mittee which  hold  hearings  here  in  11)50  under  the  direction  of  Senator  James 
O.  Eastland.  Democrat,  of  Mississippi. 

O’Brien  said  his  group  was  willing  to  accept  the  facts,  but  not  the  conclusions 
in  the  report  “The  rcjKwt  we  give  will  ho  more  factual  in  content  and  con- 
clusions than  the  Eastland  rejmrt"  he  said. 

Sisk  said  the  Eastland  report  should  bo  “taken  with  a grain  of  salt”  because 
It  was  compiled  by  those  who  would  “go  to  any  lengths  to  destroy  the  possibility 
of  statehood.” 

O’Brien  told  Imua  he  had  no  quarrel  with  their  organization  when  he  scoffed 
at  claims  that  the  Communist  menace  barred  the  Islands  from  consideration  for 
statehood. 
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“We  were  not  referring  to  you,  but  those  in  Congress  who  use  you,”  O’Brien 
said.  lb*  also  disclaimed  any  attempt  to  destiny  linua. 

Hr.  Philip  M.  Corhoy,  a director  of  Inina  and  a member  of  the  Territorial 
Statehood  Commission,  said  these  two  jobs  are  not  incompatible. 

“It’s  like  a mail  who  loves  his  wife  and  respects  Ids  mother-in-law,"  Corhoy 
sold. 

“We  are  sincerely  for  statehood  and  consistently  against  communism  and  we 
can  work  for  both  ideals,”  Corhoy  added.  He  said  later  lie  was  speaking  of 
Inma  members,  “as  individuals.” 

Imua  representatives  at  the  meeting  in  the  Alexander  Young  Pudding,  besides 
Phillips  and  Corlmy  were : Thomas  O.  Siuglohurst.  first  vice  president : Wynthrop 
Orr,  executive  secretary;  Dr.  Clarence  K.  Frank,  a director;  Mrs.  Walter  F. 
Dillingham,  a director,  and  members  of  Inina’s  stall*. 

The  three  rerpesentatives  leave  at  10:15  n.m.  today  for  informal  meetings 
on  Kauai,  Maui  and  Hawaii.  They  will  go  to  Kauai  today,  Maui  tomorrow 
and  Hawaii  on  Friday.  They  return  here  Saturday. 

The  Congressmen  and  their  wives  leave  for  homo  on  the  Mntsonia  Monday. 


(From  tlio  Honolulu  Star-Bulletin,  Doc.  5,  10oS] 

O’Buikn  fob  State  noon  With  No  Irs  on  Hits 
(By  Jack  Toohan) 

Kaiiumh,  Maiti,  December  .V  -Hawaii  will  get  a bright  gold  star  on  its  report 
card  for  the  next  session  of  (Y>ngress--a  star  that  may  well  become  the  .'0th 
on  the  Nation's  Hag. 

After  visiting  Kauai  and  Maui  on  a l-day  Neighbor  Islands  tour.  Representa- 
tive I.eo  W.  O’Brien,  chief  spokesman  for  a delegation  of  visiting  Congressmen, 
said  : 

“The  returns  from  the  late  precincts  are  in  an  overwhelming  majority  of 
the  people  of  Hawaii  want  statehood." 

But  even  more  important,  the  men  from  Washington  who  came  to  the  islands 
as  friends  of  the  statehood  movement  have  developed  burning  personal  convic- 
tions to  holster  their  light  on  the  door  of  tin*  House  of  Representatives. 

Sox  of  Minx 

The  change  is  most  obvious  in  O’Brien,  a graying  Irishman  who  might  have 
ghost-written  “How  to  Win  Friends  and  Influence  People." 

The  chairman  of  the  Territories  Subcommittee,  O’Brien  made  a speech  before 
some  00  representatives  of  i’2  organizations  at  the  Maui  Palms  Hotel  yesterday 
noon  that  brought  tears  to  the  eyes  of  at  least  one  listener — Koi  Yamato  of 
New  York  City,  head  of  Orchids  of  Hawaii. 

"If  communism  is  looking  to  the  future  iu  Hawaii."  he  said,  “their  seed  will 
fall  on  the  most  barren  soil  I have  even  seen  anywhere.” 

The  man  who  has  talked  to  thousands  of  school  children  on  his  islands  tour 
said  he  was  ashamed  that  youngsters  seemed  so  grateful  because  he  sj>oko  to 
them. 

The  vicious  arguments  against  Hawaiian  statehood  have  continued  so  long, 
lie  said,  it  Is  no  wonder  that  children  in  the  islands  have  develop'd  an  in- 
feriority complex  and  are  almost  ready  to  believe  that  they  are.  indeed,  second- 
class  citizens. 

O'Brien  told  his  Maui  audience  that  about  one-sixth  of  the  islands’  population 
is  opposed  to  statehood --about  the  same  proportion  as  was  found  in  Alaska. 

But  lie  said  some  statehood  opponents  here  are  more  articulate  than  there 
were  in  what  is  now  the  tilth  Stale. 

lie  predicted  that  Hawaii  will  be  the  last  State  to  enter  the  Fnioti  and 
said  "if  we  come  to  the  Islands  again  we'll  come  as  tourists  because  we  will 
no  longer  have  jurisdiction  over  your  destiny  as  members  of  the  Interior 
Committee.” 
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[From  tin*  Honolulu  Advertiser,  Dee.  S,  195S) 

I Bum's  Wiiat  Uki’Kkskxtaiivk  O’Bkjkn  Wm.  Tki.l  Congkkss  About  Hawaii 
(By  Leo  W.  O’Brien) 

Arrival  or  departure  of  Congressmen  hardly  comes  under  the  heading  of  news 
in  Hawaii. 

But  when  the  .1  tatsania  sails  for  San  Francisco  this  afternoon,  the  presence 
on  Imartl  of  three  Congressmen  could  very  well  constitute  a small  slice  of 
American  history. 

The  three,  Representative  Beritie  Sisk  of  California,  Representative  E.  Y. 
Berry  of  South  Dakota,  and  the  writer,  constitute  a special  committee  of  the 
House  Subcommittee  on  Territorial  and  Insular  Affairs. 

I think  we  are  the  last  group  from  that  particular  subcommittee,  of  which  I 
have  the  honor  of  being  chairman,  which  will  ever  visit  Hawaii.  It  is  our 
earnest  hope — or  rather  tlrm  belief — that  Hawaii  will  he  the  oUth  State  of  the 
Union  by  the  end  of  ltKiO,  certainty  not  later  than  lOtlO. 

When  that  happens,  our  committee  will  lose  jurisdiction  over  what  is  now 
the  last  incorporated  Territory  under  the  American  tlag.  We  will  be  very  happy 
to  lose  our  authority  in  a great  cause. 

During  the  last  two  weeks,  our  committee,  working  in  close  harmony  with 
Senators  John  Carroll  of  Colorado  and  Frank  Church  of  Idaho,  have  been  coin- 
idling  the  record  and  the  impressions  on  which  we  will  base  our  major  roles 
in  the  statehood  tight  which  lies  close  ahead. 

Our  report  will  he  unanimous  and  it  will  recommend  statehood  at  the  earliest 
possible  moment.  We  were  leaders,  in  the  last  Congress,  of  the  move  to  give 
Alaska  statehood.  We  believe  Hawaii’s  arguments  for  statehood  are  even 
stronger  than  those  of  Alaska. 

Some  residents  of  Hawaii  have  been  curious  about  our  failure  to  conduct 
public  hearings  here.  A few  were  critical. 

The  fact  is  that  the  record*  of  public  headings  oil  Hawaii  .statehood  are  10 
feet  tall  and  seldom  read.  The  further  fact  is  that  wo  knew  exactly  the  argu- 
ments we  would  have  to  overpower  in  the  next  Congress  and  wo  knew  where  to 
go  for  the  answers. 

They  would  not  he  found  among  professional  witnesses  with  tiresome  prepared 
statements,  nor  in  the  stilted  questions  of  investigating  Congressmen.  They 
could  he  found  only  among  the  people. 

That  is  why  we  deserted  the  hearing  room  for  the  street  corners,  the  homes, 
the  labor  balls  ami-Hfe  business  marts,  the  schools,  the  churches,  the  professional 
groups,  thel^w^enfomuiieut  agencies,  and.  yes,  the  lxditicians. 

Ad  tm^shlnof  Alaska  as  thc4!>ih  State  simplified  our  quest. 

l&r'wnxi'Y  is  it  necessary  to  answer  the  contention  that  000.000  i>eople  in 
-Hawaii  should  not  have  the  same  number  of  l\S.  Senators  as  existing  States, 
such  as  mv  own  heavily  populated  New  York.  Wo  gave  two  Senators  to  Alaska 
with  212.000  people. 

We  eio  not  have  to  answer  the  claim  that  Hawaii  might  not  be  able  to  support 
statehood  economically.  Hawaii  is  much  more  advanced  economically,  as  of 
now.  than  is  Alaska. 

Creation  of  the  tilth  State  out  of  the  Territory  of  Alaska  also  blasted  the 
theory  that  we  would  not  and  should  not  admit  noncontiguous  territory  to  state- 
hood. A vast  open  sea  lies  between  Hawaii  and  the  mainland,  but  many  mites  of 
foreign  land  lie  between  the  present  isth  State  and  the  nowTUh. 

What  then  is  left  to  answer? 

Let’s  take  the  easy  ones  first.  It  will  lie  argued  by  some  in  Congress  that 
Hawaii  should  he  made  a Commonwealth  instead  of  a State. 

We  ran  into  that  when  the  Alaska  bill  was  before  us.  Supporters  of  Common- 
wealth in  Hawaii  are  as  few  in  number  and  as  weak  in  their  arguments  as  are 
the  advocates  of  such  n status  in  Congress, 

It  will  he  suggested  that  many  people  in  Hawaii  don’t  want  statehood;  that 
they  are  afraid  to  speak  up  because  the  newspapers  and  other  media  of  public 
opinion  are  so  loud  In  their  demands. 

Our  committee  has  met  with  thousands  of  people  in  Hawaii,  on  the  outlying 
islands  as  well  as  in  Honolulu.  We  believe  that  a lower  percentage  of  iKx>ple 
in  Hawaii  opjioses  statehood  than  we  found  in  Alaska  where,  in  the  useless 
referendum  earlier  this  year,  the  prostatehood  vote  was  5 to  1. 

The  main  arguments  we  must  overcome  when  the  Hawaii  statehood  bill  reaches 
the  tloor.  probably  early  in  May,  are  these : 
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1.  Hawaii  has  a Cotnnmnfst  apparatus  so  strong  aial  in  siu-li  a strategic 
position  that  it  would  control  tlio  elective  ollicials  of  the  new  State,  including 
those  it  would  send  to  the  U.S.  Senate  aud  the  House. 

2.  Mixed  races  in  Hawaii  would  pose  a constant  question  as  to  their  firm 
loyalty  to  the  United  States  in  war  with  or  disagreements  with  the  nations  from 
which  they  spring  ethnically. 

I have  stated  these  as  separate  arguments,  but  actually  there  is  no  clear 
dividing  line.  Many  who  oppose  statehood  because  of  the  mixed  races,  particu- 
larly the  oriental  strains,  hide  their  feeliugs  behind  the  handy  and  confusing 
issue  of  communism. 

Uct’s  take  the  matter  of  mixed  races  first.  This  was  my  first  visit  to  Hawaii. 
I spent  most  of  my  life  in  Albany,  N.Y.,  vu  old  city,  whore  persons  with  oriental 
blood  are  few  and  far  between.  So,  during  my  first  day  in  Hawaii  I was  fas- 
cinated by  what  I saw.  Within  24  hours,  I accepted  the  racial  mixtures  here  as 
matter  of  fact. 

And,  as  the  days  went  on,  a new*  fascination  took  hold  of  me,  as  I visited  the 
wonderful  schools,  from  elementary  grades  through  the  college  level,  with  no 
consciousness  among  the  children  that  one  was  any  less  American  than  the 
other. 

We,  all  of  us,  saw  a clean,  intelligent,  gentle  people  of  whom  any  nation  could 
be  proud.  We  saw,  too,  the  actual  operation,  without  strain  or  stress,  of  the 
“melting  pot”  of  which  we  speak  on  the  4th  of  July  aud  do  little  to  achieve  the 
rest  of  the  year. 

If  the  races  on  the  mainland  were  to  mix  as  successfully  as  they  already  have 
in  Hawaii,  our  democracy  would  he  advanced  by  100  years.  What  has  happened 
in  Hawaii  is  not  something  to  draw  aloof  from,  but  rather  something  at  which 
we  should  i*>int  with  pride. 

Wo  will  he  asked  in  Congress  what  Hawaii,  ns  a now  State,  will  have  to  niter 
the  rest  of  the  Nation.  We  spoke  of  oil  and  other  material  and  undeveloped 
resources  when  we  argued  for  Alaska. 

When  we  take  the  tloor  for  Hawaii  we  will  point  to  the  gigantic  shot  in  the  arm 
admission  of  Hawaii  as  a full  brother  will  give  our  posture  throughout  the  vast 
Pacific  area,  where  we  are  striving  with  all  our  might  and  means  to  keep  800 
million  people  free  and  friendly. 

What  will  those  people  think  if,  after  admitting  Alaska,  we  say  “no”  to 
Hawaii?  I know.  They  will  say  we  denied  Hawaii  because  we  didn't  like  the 
racial  strains  there. 

As  to  loyalty  when  the  chips  are  down  at  some  future  time,  why  look  to  the 
future?  The  people  of  Hawaii,  of  all  races,  have  already  met  this  test  and 
come  through  with  Hying  colors.  Proof  of  their  loyalty  is  written  in  blood  shed 
for  the  American  cause. 

I have  Irish  and  English  blood  In  my  veins.  I would  not  fight  for  either 
country  if,  God  forbid,  they  warred  upon  the  United  States.  Neither  will  the 
people  of  Hawaii,  if  we  fall  out  with  any  of  the  many  lands  from  which  they 
or  their  forefathers  came.  If  in  doubt  about  that,  consult  our  military  intelli- 
gence. or  our  Fill,  or  the  names  on  the  gravestones  of  countless  military  dead. 

And,  now,  for  the  big  question.  What  will  we  say  when,  surely  as  tomorrow’s 
sunrise,  opponents  of  statehood  take  the  floor  and  say : 

“Hawaii  has  many  Communists.  Its  most  powerful  labor  union,  the  ILWU, 
has  leaders  who  have  been  publicly  cited  as  present  or  former  Communists. 
Those  leaders  can,  at  their  whim  or  will,  cripple  the  economy  of  the  islands. 
They  owe  allegiance  to  international  communism  and  they  will  deliver  the 
union  members,  ns  a bloc,  for  candidates  who  are  Communists  or  soft  toward 
communism.” 

At  least  one  Member  of  the  House  is  sure  to  say,  as  he  has  before : 

“If  you  give  statehood  to  Hawaii,  you  will  have  four  Soviet  agents  In  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States.” 

This  is  an  argument  calculated  to  frighten  indifferent  Members  of  Congress, 
who  are  not  opposed  to  mixed  races,  but  who  fear  that  if  they  vote  for  statehood 
In  the  face  of  such  statement,  some  of  their  constituents  will  think  they  are 
soft  toward  communism. 

Those  members  hold  the  balance  in  this  statehood  fight.  It  is  our  Job  to  con- 
vince and  reassure  them. 
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That  Is  why  during  those  last  2 weeks  we  have  talked  to  the  most  informed 
people  in  Hawaii  on  this  subject.  That’s  why,  fresh  from  the  ship,  we  went  to 
union  headquarters.  That’s  why  we  spent  2 hours  with  the  FBI  and  2 hours 
with  limia  leaders.  That’s  why  we  went  to  schools  and  churches.  That’s  why 
we  talked  with  business  leaders,  some  of  whom  don’t  like  the  ILWU. 

We  have  done  our  homework,  and  these  are  our  conclusions : 

t.  There  are  about  2.1  Communists  in  Hawaii,  i>ercentagewlse  fewer  than  in 
New  York  or  Alaska. 

2.  Identified  Communists,  who  claim  they  have  broken  away,  are  in  positions 
of  great  iwover  in  the  HAVE,  which  has  about  24,000  members. 

IS.  Those  leaders,  if  they  can  sway  their  followers,  can  wreak  economic  havoc 
on  Hawaii,  but  such  action,  no  matter  the  motive,  would  be  as  harmful  to  the 
interests  of  Hawaii  and  the  United  States,  whether  Hawaii  is  a State  or  a 
Territory. 

4.  There  is  evidence,  despite  this  great  power,  that  some  substantial  business- 
men have  preferred  to  deal  with  the  ILWU  rather  than  some  other  unions. 
Most  significantly,  we  found  that  powerful  spokesmen  for  management  who  have 
locked  lmrns  with  the  ILWU  and  have  no  love  for  it  or  its  leaders  are  among 
the  stanchest  supporters  of  statehood. 

.1.  The  big  quest  ion  is  the  extent  of  the  political  control  of  the  leaders  of  the 
ILWU,  particularly  those  lenders  who  have  been  cited  ns  Communists.  There 
is  disagreement  about  that  even  in  Hawaii.  Inina  thinks  the  political  power  is 
great  and  Unit  it  can  and  will  be  used  for  subversive  purposes.  We  cast  no 
relied  Ion  upon  Imua,  whose  members  include  highly  respected  persons,  but  we 
must  disagree  as  to  the  extent  of  the  danger. 

0.  Imua  itself  agreed  with  our  committee  that  the  problem,  even  in  the  magni- 
tude they  found,  could  he  handled  under  statehood,  provided  Congress  gave  the 
State  the  proper  tools.  That,  we  felt,  was  a major  concession  and  answered,  to 
some  extent,  the  contention  that  Imua  is  actually  an  antistatchood  organiza- 
tion in  disguise. 

It  would  be  as  unfair  to  say  that  Imua  is  antistatchood  because  some  of  its 
contributors  are  as  it  would  he  for  Imua  to  say  that  the  ILWU  membership  is  a 
solid  Communist  political  force  and  that  all  who  disagree  with  that  claim  are 
suspect. 

7.  We  found  no  evidence  that  the  Communists  in  Hawaii  have  ever  been 
linked  with  Soviet  espionage  or  that  they  have  ever  managed  to  elect  a 
Communist  to  public  office. 

5.  We  do  not  approve  of  the  political  strike  which  was  staged  by  the  ILWU 
leaders  when  the  Eastland  committee  came  here,  hut  we  found  significance  in 
the  fact  that  two-thirds  of  the  union  members  refused  to  strike  and  that  some 
of  those  who  did  felt  that  the  Eastland  committee  was  gunning  for  labor  rather 
than  Communists. 

0.  We  note,  too,  that  a very  distinguished  Senator  who  signed  the  Eastland 
committee  report  was  most  active  earlier  this  year  in  urging  Congress  to  grant 
immediate  statehood  to  Hawaii. 

10.  We  were  told  that  the  inquiry  by  the  FBI  and  the  resultant  Smith  act 
trials,  despite  the  ultimate  ruling  of  the  High  Court,  crippled  the  Communist 
apparatus  in  Hawaii.  The  new  State  and  the  Federal  Government  can  keep 
it  crippled. 

11.  It  is  true  that  ILWU-endorsed  candidates  have  won  public  office,  but  in 
many  instances  they  would  have  won  anyway,  either  because  of  their  general 
popularity  or  their  reputation  as  friends  of  labor. 

12.  Honolulu  adopted  a city  charter,  by  an  overwhelming  vote,  despite 
strenuous  ILWU  opposition. 

13.  In  the  most  recent  elections,  union-backed  candidates,  including  some 
union  leaders,  were  soundly  beaten.  In  other  Instances,  the  ILWU  tried  to 
“fatten  its  batting  average”  by  endorsing  candidates  who  were  going  to  win 
anyway.  Despite  this  strategy,  they  made  a rather  poor  showing. 

14.  Finally,  where  a community  or  State  is  dominated  by  Communists,  it 
shows  up  in  the  schools.  We  state,  without  reservation,  that  the  Hawaiian 
schools  are  extraordinarily  good  and  that  Communists  who  try  to  plant  their 
evil  seed  there  will  find  most  barren  ground. 
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I was  a newspaperman  for  30  years  before  going  to  Congress.  Looking  back 
on  what  I have  written,  I feel  that  I have  been  away  from  the  reporter’s  type- 
writer too  long  and  that  I have  forgotten  the  rules  of  brevity. 

In  a few  hours,  we  will  be  on  our  way  home,  first  to  spend  a few  holiday 
hours  with  our  children  and  grandchildren  and  then  on  to  Washington  for  the 
historic  battle. 

Will  you  get  that  50th  star? 

Let  me  answer  this  way.  I shall  never  return  to  Hawaii  until  you  are  a 
State.  I expect  to  return  w ithin  IS  months.  Meanwhile : 

Aloha  and  MahaioXui  Loa. 

X 


